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its oars, and lay moored at the wharf under the | 
rotection of our laws, in the eee appointed for | 


it by the harbor master. While lying there, it is 
run into voluntarily by the steamboat, for it could 
have avoided the collision. 
The United States have no right in that case to 
Jead their trespasses in their own wrong. They 
Gee consis 


8 of that boat. ‘Thev are responsible, even if 


aches could not be proved. You know, and every | 
member of this House knows, that a cargo of ice | 


landed at New Orleans, in a tropical climate, in a 
boat, into which the water was running after the 


collision, being an article of such precarious na- | 
ture, could not be saved, and that ® would be | 
more difficult to save it under such circumstances | 


than almost any other kind of property. If a 


man set fire to my house, he cannot shield him- | 
self by saying, that I might have gotten the furni- | 


ture out sooner. He is bound to indemnify me, 
though I did not move an inch to save my prop- 
erty. 

But I have already occupied the time of this 
committee longer than I intended. I would say 
in conclusion, that it is a ease which recommends 
itself for its equity and justice to the favorable 
consideration of this House. It comes here with 
the evidence which has been taken by the United 
States contradictorily with the claimant, and is 
not a made-upcase. Nor is it one involving thou- 
sands of dollars, where hundreds of claims-agents 
are interested in getting it allowed. Itis a case 
where worthy merchants are interested, who were 
engaged in the lawful enterprise of shipping a 
cargo of ice. The boat which they employed for 
that purpose, having been run into and injured by 
the voluntary act of a Government vessel, to the 
entire loss of the cargo, the laches is clearly not to 
be attributed to them, but to the Government ves- 
sel. Having established the facts, which prove 
the blame to be wholly upon the part of the steam- 
boat, they demand redress for the injuries they 
have sustained at the hands of the United States. 
The committee have submitted all the facts in this 


matter, that the case might be fairly presented to | 


the House. The testimony which has been given 
in the case has been thoroughly examined, and it 
has satisfied every member of the committee. It 
will satisfy every man who looks at the case im- 
partially, and I Laie it with entire confidence to 
the justice of this House. 

Mr. NELSON asked for the reading of the de- 
position. 


Some conversation took place between Mr. Ne - | 


son and Mr. Mixtsow as to who were the plain- 
tiffs in the case, which was entirely inaudible to 
the Reporter. : 

The depositions of the witnesses were then read, 
as follow: 


Baupouw & Roserrt vs. Unirep STaTes. 


Evidence taken before N. R. Jennings, United States 
commissioner in this cause, the United States district attor- 
ney, and the proctors for libellant being present. 


John Barbas, witness for the defendants, being duly sworn, | 
states that he is master of the brig Columbia, a vessel laying | 


in the first municipality between St. Louis and Toulouse 
streets; witness was on board his vessel when the collision 
between the flat-boat and the steamer Colonel Harney, 
Captain Wool, occurred, which took place about five or 
six o’clock, p. m. ‘The steamer was running with consid 


erable power towards the wharf, when she struck against | 


the flat-boat, then laying alongside the outside vessel, ves- 
sels name not recollected, striking heron her broadside; 
the jar of the collision was so great that it parted the stern 


line of the witness’s vessel; witness in consequence went || 


outand then observed the damage done by the steamer to 


the flat-boat, the broadside of which was opened by the | 
violenee of the concussion; and he asked one of the men | 
on the boat if the steamer had done them thafinjury? who | 


replied that it had; when witness advised them to haul j 

the wharf, to be saved from sinking; the flat-boat ine 
hauled in from the outside to the shore, and the men were 
engaged in pumping three pumps rigged for the purpose. 
Witness asked the reason why so mainly pumps were rigged ? 
and the Captain of the flat-boat told him, that she was now 
half full of water, and it required so many to keep her from 


sinking. ‘The cargo of the flat-boat, as far as witness could | 


see, consisted ofice. Witness states that Robert, the captai 

of the flat-boat, did all that lay in his power ta save the ice, 

but unsuccessfully ; the whole of the cargo being destroyed. 

*. py Ne that it was about five o’clock the next 
orning after the collision, when he observed the 

above mentioned. ° ae 
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a tort against the peaceful occu- | 
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Cross-eramined by the district attorney. (S. W. Downs.) 
Witness states, that at the time of the collision, the steamer 
Was running into the wharf, to what he supposed to be her 
stopping-place. There was light enough, witness thinks, 
for the captain of the steamer to have seen the flat-boat 
without difficulty; the steamer was coming wp the river at 
Wee time. Witness states, that when she ran into the whart, | 
aiter striking the flat-boat, she also struck against the steamer 
McKim. 

Paul Favans being sworn, corroborated the statements 
| made by the captain, John Barbee. 

Cross-erumined by the district attorney.—Witness saw 
the flat-boat atter the collision about 5 o’clock, when the 
| boat appeared to be sinking—states that they were pu:nping 
| that eventng on the flat-boat, anid the w&&t morning when 
| there appeared to be three pumps at work. The boat com 
menced sinking immediately after the collision, and two or 
three hours after the shock, the whole cargo was under water 
—abouta footand a halfot the flat. boat the next morning was 
visible—they had been pumping before, but when thus low 
they ceased pumping. Witness can’tstate the hour when 
uhey Were pumping the next morning; it might have been 
about9 o’clock; does not know whether they pumped during 
the night. The boat gradually sunk from the time oi the collis 
ion until she was within a foot and a half of the surface of the 
water as before stated; she sunk no deeper after that; states 
that he saw some measures taken, and efforts made to save 
the cargo of the flat-boat; these measures were taken both 
before and after the collision. These measures were to 
send tor people and carts; that previous to the collision 
they went on board te get some hawsers ; after the collision 
| the people and the carts were sent for, and they came about 
halfan hour after the collision, aud the pumps were then at 
work. Witness saw a great quantity of the ice taken off; 
but qualified the expression immediately atter by saying a 
tolerable quantity. Witness did not sce them at work du 
ring the night, not having paid any attention; did not hear 
of their working during the night. 


Mr. THOMAS moved that the bill be laid aside 
to be reported to the House, with a recommenda- 
tion that it do not pass. 

Mr. DANIEL moved that the bill be laid aside 
to be reported to the House, with a recommenda- 
| tion that it do pass, 

The question was first taken on the motion of 
Mr. Tuomas, and it was disagreed to. 

‘The bill was then ordered to be laid aside to be 
| reported to the House, with a recommendation that 
it do pass. 

Mr. MORSE asked if gentlemen had not voted 
under a misapprehension? He thought the ques- 
tion was not well understood. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The motion of the gentle- 
man from Tennessee has been decided to be dis- 
agreed to, and the bill has been laid aside. If gen- 
tlemen have voted under a misapprehension, it is 
now too late to change their votes. 

Mr. SWEETSER. Mr. Chairman, I voted 
upon a misapprehension upon that motion. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair regrets that gen- 
tlemen have voted under a misapprehension upon 
this motion, but, as he has before stated, it is now 
too late to return to it. 


| SAYLES J. BOWEN. 


Bill No. 92, being a bill for the relief of Sayles 
J. Bowen next came up in order. 

There being no objection, the bill was ordered 
to be laid aside to be reported to the House, with 
the recommendation that it pass. 


DANIEL STEENROD. 

Bill No. 94, being a bill for the relief of Daniel 
Steenrod next came up in order. 

Mr. BAYLY moved that the bill be laid aside 
to be reported to the House, with the recommend- 
ation that it do pass. 

The CHAIRMAN stated that if there was no 
objection, the bill would be so disposed of without 
a motion. 

Mr. GIDDINGS inquired whether these claim- 
ants had not already received compensation for 
their claims? 

Mr. THOMAS. I would remark that the gen- 
tleman who reported this bill (Mr. Hussarp] is 
now very ill, and, therefore, the circumstances rel- 
ative to the case cannot be stated as fully as he 
would state them if he were present; but I will 
say that he expended a great deal of labor upon 
this case; that he examined it with so much care, 
and made out the report so clearly, that I believe 
not a single member of the committee objected to 
it. But as it was impossible for the committee to 
ascertain the precise amount to which the claimant 
was entitled, they have recommended no specific 


| and a report made upon it, 


| of several thousand dollars. 


{ pression, 
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sum, but recommend that it shall not exceed 
| $4,000. 

Mr. GIDDINGS, 
acquainted with this case. 
is but one man in the country who ever un- 
derstood it well; that man is the Hon. Mr. Rus- 
sell, of New York, who investigated this case fully 


I know that I am not well 
In fact, 1 think there 


twelve years ago. He is the only man who | ever 
thought investigated the case fully. I wish to state 
to the committee that they will find there is a vol- 
ume of more than twelve hundred pages relating 
to this case. It is more than thirty years since 
this case was first investigated by a commussioner 
That report, with all 
the testimony, and every report that has been made 
since, has been preserved, 

I happened to pay some attention to the case 


| some years since, and from my recollection com- 
‘pensation has already been allowed the claimant 
| at several different times. 


I will again say that I 
do not profess to unde rstand the case fully, and, 
in my opinion, no member of this House nor 
any other man does or ever did understand it. 


| But from my own recollection we have paid at 


different periods extra compensation to the amount 
s. ‘This, sir, is my im- 
It is a case which requires more con- 
sideration than we shall be able to give it by this 
hasty dispesal. I think it ought to le over for 
| further consideratien before it is disposed of. 


Mr. DANIEL. Mr. Chairman, if the 


} 
rentie- 


| man will permit me to interrupt him, L willexplam 
| how this matter stands. 
| mencement of my remarks, that [ do not profess 


I will say, in the com- 


to have examined this case very thoroughly my- 
self. But I know that it has been examined with 


{much care by the honorable gentleman who re- 


ported it, [Mr. Hvusparp.|} since I have been 
a member of the Committee of Claims, this. case 
has more than once been before that committee; 


and | believe they have given it so thorough an 


| examination that there can be little doubt in the 


case now. I believe the great obstacle to this 
claim heretofore, which has operated upon the 
committee since lL have been a member of it, and 
which, perhaps, has heretofore operated upon 
| Congress, was some transactions that took pia e 
during the investigation to which the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. Grppines] alludes. ‘There was a 
commissioner appointed by Secretary Rush—I do 
not recollect the year—to take testimony in the 
cases of men by the name of Sheppard & Steen- 
rod, Sheppard was the principal contractor in 
the case—Steenrod was only a sub-contractor. 
The Secretary of the Treasury sent a commis- 
sioner, I think by the name of Thompson, to 
Wheeling to examine witnesses, take testimony, 
and report the facts to the Treasury Department, 
| It seems, from the statement which was made, 
that Mr. Steenrod and Mr. Sheppard were very 
anxious to have their claims adjusted before Con- 
gress during its then session, if it should become 
necessary. There was an arrangement made be- 
tween Mr. Sheppard and Mr. Steenrod, that Mr. 
Steenrod should withdraw his claim. Mr. Themp- 
son 


A voice. 





Mr. Collier. 

Mr. DANIEL. Very well. Mr. Collier—I 
believe that is the name. Mr. Collier stated that 
he understood it as a withdrawal of all demands, 
and a relinquishment of all claims against the 

| United States. It was probably made in consid: 
eration that the demand of Sheppard should take 
its chance before Congress. Sheppard’s claim | 

| believe was adjusted and paid. This is the state- 

| ment which has been before the committee, and 

| which has operated against the adjustment of this 
claim. 

The centleman from Alabama, [Mr. Husgarp,] 
who, as my friend from Tennessee {Mr. Tuomas} 
has remarked, is somewhat noted for his habit of 
close investigation, has brought forward proof, 
embodied in his report, to this effect: He states that 
Mr. Steenrod had declared that this was only a 


|| temporary arrangement with Mr. Sheppard; that 


it was not designed by him to be a relinquishment 
of his demand. He felt himself at liberty to bring 
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it forward and urge it upon the consideration of 
Congress at any time. 
Chaplin,) a man who was represented by Mr. | 
Cray, and some other distinguished politicians, to 
be a distinguished attorney, and of high charac- 
ter, stated that he understood such to be the na- | 
ture of the withdrawal of this claim. Several | 
others have testified to the same effect. Though 
this has been the chief obstacle to the adjustment | 
of this claim, | think the weight of the evidence | 
is in favor of Mr. Steenrod. 
Mr. HUNTER, raens:) Will the gen- | 
tleman from North Carolina [Mr. Danie] permit 
me to ask him if this claim of Mr. Steenrod was | 
not embodied in that of Mr. Sheppard, when that 
was presented to Congress ? j 
Mr. DANIEL, (resuming.) That is the point | 
I was going to arrive at presently. I was proceed- | 
ing to say, I think the weight of evidence is in || 
favor of the statement made by Mr. Steenrod. All 
the witnesses testify they so understood it, and no 
one, | believe, testifies to the contrary but Mr. 
Collier, and perhaps one other. 
Now, in answer to the gentleman’s inquiry: 
The claim of Mr. Steenrod, it seems, was not ad- 
usted in that of Mr. Sheppard. A statement has | 
been obtained from the ‘Treasury Department, from 
which it appears Mr. Steenrod’s claim was not in- 
cluded in the demand of Mr. Sheppard. 
Mr. HUNTER. Will the gentleman from 
North Carolina [Mr. Daniev] permit me to ask if 


Sheppard was not the original contractor of the || 


whole line? 

Mr. DANIEL. He was. 
only a sub-contractor. 

Mr. HUNTER. Wasnot Sheppard’s demand 
a demand for the whole amount? 

Mr. DANIEL. It was not. This point has 
been clearly established by the statement from the | 
Treasury Department and by the evidence in the 
case, as | understand it. 

1 confess I have heretofore been disposed not to 
favor this claim, on account of the withdrawal of 
it by Mr. Steenrod, and the apprehension that it 
might have been embraced in Sheppard’s demand; 
but the investigation which has taken place be- || 
fore the present committee has relieved me from 
my difficulties in relation to it, and I expect to vote 
for the bill. 

There is another fact which has had some influ- 
ence on the case. It is this: Mr. Steenrod, while | 
the matter was under consideration, being very 
anxious to get something for his claim, did pro- 
vose, at One time, to accept some $1,800 and odd, 

{ think $1,822 50, as payment in full for his de- 
mand. ‘The gentleman from Alabama, [Mr. | 
Hussarp,] in whose judgment [ have great con- | 
fidence, has had his attention turned to this point, 
and has brought forward proof which entirely re- 
lieves the case from difficulty on this point. He | 
has made a personal examination of all the — 
arising in the case, and has come to the conclusion 
that there is justly due to the claimant something 
more than the amount which Steenrod proposed | 
to accept. The committee have therefore reported 
the bill to the House, fixing and limiting the amount 
at $4,900 dollars, something like the true amount | 
supposed to be due. This is the explanation I | 
heve to give of the matter. 

Mr. GIDDINGS was understood to ask if we | 
have not already passed a bill to pay this claim? 

Mr. DANIEL. Iam not aware that we have. 

Mr. BAYLY. Mr. Chairman, I have but a 
remark to make in reference to this claim. I 
looked into it with considerable care several years 
ago, and am satisfied in my own mind of its cor- || 
rectness. I have no doubt in the matter. But if | 
I had not examined it myself, the character of the | 
gentleman from Alabama, [Mr. Husparp,] by | 
whom this bill was reported, the chairman of the | 
Committee of Claims, Mr. Danie.,] and the char- 
acter of the gentleman from Tennessee, [Mr.° 
Tuomas,}] who stands second on this committee— || 
the character of these three men for rigid economy 
in all matters of this kind, the difficulty there is in 
getting them to go for any bill of this character, | 
and their uniform habit of always finding objec- | 
uuons to all bills ef this character, is conclusive || 
eviderice, if they have brought in a report in favor | 
of the claim, that it is a just one. I} 

Mr. GIDDINGS. r. Chairman, I do not | 
think the members of this committee understand || 
the merits of this claim sufficiently to act upon it || 
in this hasty manner. With a view, therefore, of || 


Mr. Steenrod was 


|| tleman from Ohio. 


|| then an ancient claim. 
| brought up from time to time, I think, if I recol- |) 


| verse. 


|, have the opinion of the whole committee, or a ma- 
| jority of them at least, a an old and long-pend- | 


| not denying to those gentlemen any of that credit 


| giving time for members to inform themselves in 


His attorney, (Mr. || relation to it, I move that the further consideration 


| of this bill be ostponed till this day two weeks. 
| Mr. BAYLY. If the committee adopt this mo- 
| tion, it will be the end of it for the present session. | 

It will be equivalent to its rejection. 


: ; lj 
Mr. Chairman, this claim has been before Con- 


| gress for many years. It has been investigated 
by the three gentlemen to whom I have referred, 
and they have reported in its favor. It is limited 
to $4,900. Now, the interest on the claim for the 
long period it has been due will amount to more 
_than that sum. I beg, therefore, that the com- 
mittee will not acquiesce in the motion of the gen- 


Mr. SCHENCK. I move that the bill be laid 
aside to be reported to the House, with a recom- | 


| mendation that it do not pass. 


I have no gbjection, Mr. Chairman, to this bill 


_ being passed over for the present, in order that it | 


may have hereafter further and fuller consider- 
ation, but if it is to be pressed upon us atthis time, | 


| I shall certainly vote against it. 


It is an old acquaintance, sir—one that has ac- | 
quired, too, some notoriety. Years ago, when [ 
first came here, it was before Congress, and was 
It has been pending and | 


lect aright its history, since about 1826. In more | 
modern times, | had with others to vote against 
it, session after session, until we contracted a habit | 
of doing so, arfd then for some time we heard no 
| more of it. But now again, after a sleep of some | 
| two or three years, it has revived again, and seems | 
to be urged with some favor, and under brighter | 
| auspices, | 
‘There have been many reports by committees | 
made on this claim at different times, and some | 
of them, I know, adverse reports, strongly ad- | 
I have within the last few minutes, hear- 
ing the familiar old name announced again, sentto | 
the library for copies of some of the reports. I 
shall have them to refer to presently, and if this 
bill is to be considered at this time, will ask the 


| attention of the committee to some of their con- | 


tents. I do not recollect now the particular facts | 
which have been disclosed in the case, but it will | 


testimony on record, involving also charges and | 
proofs of fraud against the applicant, for whose re- 
lief this billas reported. 1 will not undertake to 
aver that such frauds actually existed or were | 
committed, but I do know that such has been in | 
part the ground upon which this claim has been | 
opposed, and hitherto successfully opposed and | 
deteated year after year—yes, for at least two de- 
cades, if not longer I think you may trace it 
back from its present staleness, for about a quar- | 
ter of a century. Now certainly it is not proper, | 
upon ordinary principles of economy and i a 
legislation, that we should be hurried into the pas- 
sage of a bill allowing such a claim without fur- | 
ther opportunity of examination, or some assu- | 
rance that it comes to usupona better footing than | 
of old. | 
I understood the honorable member of the Com- | 
mittee of Clams (Mr. Tuomas] to admit that | 
the present report was based upon an examination 
made by only one member of that committee, and 
that the rest of the committee were disposed to 


concur in his decision, without further investiga- || 
I do not complain of this, for | know how |! 


tion. 


impossible it would be for each member of a com- 
mittee to fully investigate for himself every sub- | 


| ject that is to be considered and reported on, and | 


that it is but the ordinary practice in committees 
in ordinary cases. But I would have preferred to | 


ing and disputed claim like this. 
am not disposed, at any rate, like the gentle- 


man from Virginia, [Mr. Bay.y,] to pin my faith so || 


implicitly upon the recommendation of the Com- | 
| mittee of Claims, especially when that report is so 
diiferent from others which have been made upon 
the same case in times past. Admitting that the 


present report had been based upon examinations || 


made by all the members of that committee, and 





for rigid scrutiny and economy which he attributes | 
to them, still there is strong authority and prece- | 
dent the other way. One of those early adverse 
reports will be found to have been made by a for- 
mer member of this House from my own State, | 


i 

| 

| 

| 

| one ° 

}| thorities is to go. 
| 


| dollars due the claimant. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


| long a distinguished chairman of the Committee 

| of Claims, and known throughout the Union 

his well-established reputation for habits of inc 
rious and patient investigation, strict economy and 
integrity. It will be understood that I allude to 


to Elisha Whittlesey. Another, and perhaps even 
a fuller and more elaborate report against the claim 
was made, I remember, by Mr. Russell, another 


most excellent and capable gentleman, as I have 
always understood. 


So I will set reports against report, and commit- 
tee against committee, as far as the weight of ay- 


I repeat, if this bill must be voted upon at the 
— time, with such light as I have, and recol- 
ection of its history and merits, I shall vote 
against it; but I am willing it should lie over, | 
have submitted the motion that it be laid aside 
with a recommendation to the House that it do 
not pass; but that motion I am ready to with- 
draw, in order to give the bill such further chance 
and consideration as its friends may desire, if they 
will consent to the postponement. t 

Mr. BOWLIN. Pending that motion, is it in 
order to amend the bill, so that it might be made 


|, acceptable to the committee? 


The CHAIRMAN. It would not be in order. 

Mr. SCHENCK. If the gentleman wishes to 
make an amendment to the bill I will withdraw 
my motion. 

Mr. BOWLIN. This claim is an old acquaint- 
ance of mine. A bill was reported upon the case 
in 1843, I think, by the Committee of Claims, of 
which I was a member, and the amount reported 
at that time was a good deal less than the sum 
now asked for. I do not understand how the 
margin in this bill has grown so wonderfully 
above the compensation asked for at that time. 
In the report we made we estimated, from the best 
light we had upon the subject, that there was 
something like eighteen hundred or two thousand 
The report limited the 
amount not to exceed $2,000, that sum we thought 


| being a sufficient margin to cover the claim. 


yermit 
“here 


Mr. DANIEL. - If the gentleman will 
me, I will explain how the matter stands. 


|| has been something like a limit, which has been 


be found that there is a considerable amount of || fixed upon by the committee. I do not know how 


it has originated. It may be from the statements 
which have been made before the committee, that 


| there was something due—they could not tell ex- 


actly how much. They, therefore, agreed to limit 
it to that amount, because Steenrod had agreed to 
take eighteen hundred and some odd dollars. The 
gentleman [Mr. Huspsarp] who was intrusted by 
the Committee of Claims to examine into this sub- 
ject, who has been before alluded to, and who 
is now absent from his seat on account of indispo- 
sition, has made a personal examination upon the 
points arising in this case, and he has come to the 
conclusion that there is justly due something more 
than the amount which Steenrod proposed to ac- 
cept. He has, therefore, thought it no more than 
fair and just in reporting the bill (which the com- 
mittee has pesauiinaaiak: and which has just been 
reported to the House,) to place that limit at 
$4,900. 

Mr. BOWLIN. I think, Mr. Chairman, that 
the claim has been debated long enough, and we 
should dispose of the matter now. If the case is 
not disposed of at the present time, in all human 
probability it will never be settled satisfactorily; 


| for if we do not dispose of it ourselves it will 


come up before another Congress, to whom th. 
matter will be entirely new, and, of course, m 
being familiar with the merits of the case, as we 
are, they will be unprepared and unwilling to act 
upon it. 1am anxious to dispose of the matter 
now, put the case — its appropriate footing, 
and pass the bill. That is the object of my mo- 
tion. It is due to state, as suggested by the gen- 
tleman from North Carolina, [Mr. Danzex,} the 
chairman of the committee, that this amount, to 
some extent, may have been founded upon the 
statement as set forth by Mr. Steenrod, in which he 
_ claims the amount of eighteen hundred or nineteen 
hundred dollars. The committee, who went into an 
investigation of this claim, concurred in agreeing 
| to about that amount, not exceeding the sum ol 
two thousand dollars. That was the report of the 
committee in that year. The particulars of that 
report I do not now distinetly recollect, only the 
leading portions of it. I recollect that it passed 


| the committee after a thorough examination in 





of 


1851. 
-— ee - — — : 
that form, and I believed it was right. From my | 
own experience upon the committee, I believed | 
the amount agreed upon was just and right. Be- 
lieving so, | am anxious that my amendment 
should be adopted and the bill pass without any | 
trouble. 
| will suggest to my honorable friend from 

North Carolina [Mr. Dante] that there is no bet- 
ter criterion under the heavens to ascertain the 
maximum of a man’s claim than his own setting 
up. It is an extremely difficult matter for the | 
committee, when a man offers to take a certain 
amount as a settlement of his claim, to go to work 
and search, in order to see whether they could 
find more. The presumption is that the amount 
claimed is the best criterion of the amount due. 
{ recollect that the amount was $1,800, or some- | 
thing like that—I do not recollect precisely what. 
And I recollect further, that the claim was thor- 
oughly discussed. The honorable gentleman from | 
Georgia [Mr. Steruens} was on the committee | 
at the time. It was discussed and investigated 
thoroughly, and the conclusion to which we came 
upon the assertions of the claimant and the evi- | 
dence that was brought forward, was, that the | 
amount due was somewhere between $1,800, $1,900 | 
or $2,000. I think we reported a bill limiting the | 
amount to $2,000. In accordance with the mo- | 
tion to limit the amount to $2,000 in the commit- 
tee, 1 now move to limit the amount by offering | 
an amendment to that effect. 

Mr. DANIEL. By way of compromise, I will 
move an amendment to the amendment already 
proposed. ‘The committee have reported in favor 
of alarger amount than that asked by the claimant 
himself. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
Bown] has moved to amend that by inserting 

2,000, and I will move to amend that by inserting | 
$2,500. 

The question being taken on Mr. [anrev’s 
amendment it was not agreed to; and the question 
recurred on Mr. Bowurin’s amendment, to strike | 
$4,900 and insert $2,000; which was agreed to. 

Mr. MARSHALL moved that the committee 
rise, with the view of getting to some bills in the | 
House. 

Mr. DANIEL hoped thatthe gentleman would 
not press his motion, as he trusted the committee 
would pass upon several more bills before rising. 

Mr. MARSHALL persisted in his motion. 

Mr. HUNTER hoped the gentleman would 
withdraw his motion, to enable himto make a.mo- 
tion in reference to the bill. 

Mr. SCHENCK inquired whether, if the com- 
mittee rose, the bill would be reported to the 
House? 

The CHAIRMAN stated that if the committee 
rose, unless otherwise ordered, the bill would be 
reported to the House. | 

Mr. SCHENCK said he desired to submit a 
motion to postpone the bill. 

Mr. MARSHALL said he would withdraw his 
motion until the bill had been passed upon. 

Mr. SCHENCK moved that the bill be laid 
aside, to be reported to the House with the rec- 
ommendation that it do not pass. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MARSHALL then renewed his motion 
that the committee rise, and called for tellers on 
taking the question. 

The question being taken by tellers, (Messrs. 
Corwin and Sweerser acting,) was decided in | 
the negative—ayes 57, noes 61. 

So the committee refused to rise. 


WILLIAM J. PRICE. 


The next bill in order was House bill No. 98, | 
being a bill for the relief of William J. Price. 
Mr. COBB, of Alabama, moved that the bill be | 
reported to the House, with a recommendation that | 
it do pass. 
The reading of the report was called for. 
Mr. COBB stated that there was no report, but 


1) 


that if it was the pleasure of the committee he 

would make a brief statement of the facts of the | 
case. In 1844 this case was brought before the | 
House by his (Mr. C.’s) predecessor, and was | 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs; that | 
committee reported in favor of the allowance of the | 
claim, and every committee that had had the case 
under consideration since that time, had reported | 
favorably upon it. He had learned from his pre- } 
decessor that the bill had been lost in 1844 for want | 


oftime. He hoped that the committee would pass || 





upon the matter at once, and dispose of it without | 
further delay, as he believed it to be a highly mer- 
itorious claim. : 

Mr. CARTTER understood that there was no 
report in this case, but if the gentleman from Ala- 
bama was in possession of the particulars of the 
case, he should be pleased to hear them. 


Mr. COBB replied, that he should be happy to | 


inform the gentleman from Ohio of the particulars 
of the case, but he was unwilling to trespass on 
the attention of the committee, if they were already 
satisfied of the justice of the claim. ; 

The bill was then laid aside to be reported to 
the House with a recommendation that it do pass. 


CHRISTOPHER H. PIX. 


The next bill in order was House bill No. 101, 
being ‘ a bill for the relief of Christopher H. Pix.”’ 

Mr. DANIEL said he should be pleased if any 
gentleman who was familiar with the facts of the 
case would give the committee some information 
respecting them. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania, said: I shal! 
trouble the committee with but a few words in re- 
lation to this case. The facts are these: The 
marshal, under the directions of the United States 
district court, rented from the gentleman who 
makes this claim a building in which the court 
might be held (they then being without a room) 
until they were otherwise provided for by the 
State or by Government. A regular contract was 
entered into with that gentleman by the marshal. 
The rent was not paid, on account of the marshal 
going out of office before the expiration of the last 

uarter. The amount of rent was, however, cer- 
tufied by the proper officer to be correct. It is 
for the payment of this amount contracted for 
under the authority of Government, that this bill 
is now reported. I move that it be laid aside and 
reported to the House with a recommendation 
that it do pass. 

The bill was then laid aside to be reported to the 
House with a recommendation that itdo pass, 


ROBERT DAVIDSON. 

The next bill in order was House bil! No. 104, 
being ‘* A bill for the relief of Robert Davidson.’’ 

Mr. DUNHAM moved that it be laid aside, 
with a recommendation that it do not pass. There 
is, I think, (said Mr. D.,) an important principle 
involved in the case. I call for the reading of the 
report. 

Che Crerk read the report. 

Mr. DUNHAM said: This is, I conceive, Mr. 
Chairman, an important bill, involving a princi- 
ple, in which many persons who have bought or 
may contemplate the purchase of lands in the 
western country are interested. Lands have fre- 
quently, as in the present case, been inadvertently 
sold or given away by Government that have 
been already occupied, and for which, consequent- 
ly, no title or patent could be issued: and from 
this many enka have arisen. 

The case appears to be this: Pease bought two 
tracts of land of Government, the money for 
which he paid, and received in return the proper 
receipts, but which receipts gave him no title to 
the land. The land was already occupied, the 
a right of the person thus occupying 
yeing afterwards confirmed. Pease having obtained 
his receipts, sells the land to Davidson, delivering 
to him at the same time these receipts, Davidson 
paying him, knowing that Pease had no patent or 
title whatever. Pease afterwards discovered that 
the land was already occupied, and that Govern- 
ment could not have issued him a patent for it, 
and goes to the land office and receives the money 
that he had paid for the land, and which he had 
already received from Davidson; the money being 
paid him without his producing or returning his 
receipts. Davidson, on applying for the patent for 
the land, was informed it was already occupied, 


, and that the money had been refunded to Pease. 


Finding this the case, he now applies for a grant 


| of land from Government. 


The question for the committee to decide is, 
whether, under these circumstances, it will agree 
to the demand. If Davidson had bought this land 
and had received the patent for it from Pease, he 
would be entitled to his patent. But when he 


_ bought it Pease had notitleto theland. Davidson, 


therefore, purchased with his eyes open, and when 
he must have known that Pease ha 
of his title whatever. 


— 


no evidence 


275 


I have already stated that Pease went back to 
Crovernment; and when he found that he could not 
get a patent for the land, he got his money back. 
Davideon then comes, after a lapse of time, and 
producing his receipts applies for his patent, and 
is informed that he cannot obtain his title to the 
land. He ought to have examined into Pease’s 
title to the land before he bought it; he should 
have known that the receipts were of no sort of 
account whatever. These receipts were no warrant 
for the ttle to the land, aud were sold by Pease 
before the entry in the land office was set aside. 
Davidson has his remedy in a court of law, to 
recover his money of Pease, but can have no right 
to claim anything of Government, inasmuch as he 
did not make his purchase at the land office. If 
Government recognize this principle, we shall 
doubtless have persons purchasing land for which 
others have a preémption right, and getung their 
receipts, and then selling these receipts; and then 
these purchasers, on finding that they cannot get 
their titles to the land, will come here to receive 
compensation for their losses. Purchasers must 
have their titles confirmed to their land, before 
others should venture to purchase of them. In 
this case Pease, having no title, could not sell the 
land, and of this Davidson ought to have been 
aware. 

Mr. RUMSEY. I think the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. Dunnam] is mistaken in regard to 
the facts of this case. He assumes that this land 
had been previously located under the preemption 
laws of the United States, which would of itself 
be notice to Pease that it was preo cupied. In 
this he is mistaken. As I understand it, the land 
was covered by a private claim which existed be 
fore the time the Territory in which it was located 
came into the possession of the United States; 
which, with other claims, was subsequently pro- 
vided for by a general act of Congress. The land 
was not occupied when Pease paid his money. 
These are the facts of the case: Pease located the 
lands, paid his money to the receiver, and received 
from him separate receipts, whi h were evidence 
that he was entitled to the patents for the land 
when they were made out at the Land Office. It 
was known that from the press of Lusiness at that 
office, they would not be issued under a year or 
more, 


Davidson then makes the purchase of 
Pease, pays him the money, takes from him and 
his wife a deed with covenant of warranty, and 
at the same time Pease delivers to him the re- 
ceiver’s receipts. ‘The deed was recorded imme- 
diately in the proper county. This seemed to be 
all that was necessary to protect his title. David- 
son supposed the patents would issue to Pease for 
the land, and that, under the covenants of war- 
ranty in his deed, Pease’s title would inure to his 
benefit. The receiver’s receipts Davidson still 
has, or rather, they are now here for inspection, 
Davidson having furnished them, with the other 
papers: in the case, to the Committee on Private 
Land Claims. Davidson afterwards ascertained, 
on application at the land office, that Pease’s 
location of the land was illegal, another person 
having the title; that Pease, on learning this fact, 
long after his sale to Davidson, had applied for and 
received back the money he had paid for the land, 
without being required by the receiver to return 
or account for the receipts which had been pre- 
viously given him. The question now is, whether 
the receiver was justifiable in repaying the money 
to Pease without requiring him to surrender the 
receipts. If not, then Davidson is entitled to the 
reiet he asks. The receipts issued by the re- 
ceiver constitute the only evidence which exists 
out of the land office of the purchaser’s title to 
the land until after the patent is issued; and it is, 
or was, quite common in the new States to make 
sale of the land, and assign the receipts as evidence 
of such sale. If, whea Pease applied for and re- 
ceived the money, he had been required, ag a pre- 
requisite to its payment to account for these re- 
ceipts, it is evident he would not have been able 
to perpetrate his fraud upon Davidson and the 
Government. It seemed to the Committee on 
Private Land Claims that it was but the exercise 
of ordinary prudence to require him to do so; and 
Davidson having suffered this wrong by such 
neglect, he shouid be allowed to select an equal 
uantity of land in some other place. It is true, 
Devider could recover from Pease the amount of 
his loss, under the covenant of warranty in his 
deed, provided he could be found and was respon- 
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sible; but it 
found. For these reasons the committee think the 
bill ought to pass. 

Mr. VAN DYKE said: I hope this motion will 
‘The applicant in this case resides in 
the same town as I do, and I am prepared to say 
this much of him, that he would make no claim 
here that was not entirely just in itself to- 
wards him. He is, either fortunately or unfor- 
tunately, a clergyman. He once in his life resi- 
ded in the West. He was at thattime at the head 
of the University of Kentucky, and whilst resi- 
ding out there, it seems that he became connected 
in some way or other with this purchase. Now, 


not pre vail. 


the facts of the case, narrowed down, are simply || 


these,and they present, inmy opinion, a clear case, 
where the Government has acted unfairly towards 
this petitioner, and ought, in justice and honesty, 
to place higa on the same footing as he stood be- 
fore the transaction. 

A man of the nameof Pease purchased lands in 
the Stateof Missouri from the General Govern- 
ment. He paid the money, and took the ordinary 
receipts, which described the lands 

Mr. DUNHAM (interposing) said: I would 
ask che gentleman from New Jersey, a question. 
Does the gentleman not know that there is only 
one way in which business can be done at the 
land office, and that is this: Whenever a man 
comes in aud asks to buy land, the register does 


not know whether there is any prior claim to that || 
land or not; and if the man offers to pay money, | 


the register is bound to receive the money and to 


is in ewadence that he is not to be | 


TH 


GL 
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that they could not issue him a patent, as the pur- | 


chase money had been paid back to Pease. 


Now, the Government paid back that money | 
with the knowledge that Pease did not own the | 


| land; and the Government, therefore, is to blame for 


returning him the purchase money without the | 
surrender of the receipts, which were given to him | 
| at the time of the purchase. 
now in the hands of Davidson; they are here | 





amongst the papers in this case, and they speak 


| for themselves. 


It strikes me, therefore, that inasmuch as this 


matter does not draw, necessarily, on the Treasury | 
|| of the United States, and as our public lands seem | 
to be given pera f pretty freely, and the applicant | 


in this case needs them as much as anybody else, 


| and above all and beyond all, as he has a fair, a | 


) (ust, a reasonable claim for these lands, that the | 
It is not the applicant that is | 


ill ought to pass. 


| to blame, but the Government, for impraperly 


| paying back this purchase money to Pease with- | 
out requiring the surrender of the receipts he re- 


ceived at the time he made the purchase. 


The question was taken on Mr. Dunnam’s mo- | 


| tlon, and it was not agreed to. 


The bill was then laid aside, to be reported to the | 


| House, with a recommendation that it do pass. 


On motion by Mr. OLDS, the committee then | 
| rose, and the Speaker having resumed the chair, 
| the chairman [Mr. Disney] reported the action of | 
the committee on the several bills that had been | 


| under consideration. 


give a certificate or receipt for it; but that does not || 


constitute a title to the land, or give the party a | 


right to sell it. 

Mr. VAN DYKE. 
tion of title. .I was going on to state, that when 
this man Pease purchased the land, he paid the 
Government for it, and took the ordinary evidence 
which the Government furnishes to every man 
who purchases land, The title is not ani 
fect by that transaction, but is afterwards per- 
fected by the issuing of the patent by the Govern- 
ment. Well, after this man Pease had pur- 
chased the land, and paid the money to Govern- 
ment for it, and taken the receipt, which fs all the 


e per- 


evidenee of title he has until Government issues | 


the patent, he made a contract of sale of the land 
to the petitioner, Mr. Davidson. 
Pease the money, and took from him and his wife 
a deed of sale, which was duly executed and duly 
recorded in the proper office in the State of Mis- 
Bourt, 
title which he had received from Government when 
he paid the purchase money, and thus the matter 
stood for some time, because the patent office was 
at that time (1836) so overrun by applications for 
the issue of patents, &c., that Davidson could not 
vet his patent issued; he could not even get a hear- 
ing for the purpose of getting his patent issued 
until two or three years had elapsed ; and when he 
made his application to the ad office to have his 
patent issued to him, he was then told, for the 
first time, that Pease had been there and that the 
Government had paid the purchase money back to 
Pease, and weuld not issse the patent. That is 
the whole difficulty. Pease, you will remember, 
when he purchased the lands and paid the money 
for them, had cbtained receipts from the Govern- 
ment, containing an exact description of thelands, 
as minute as in the patent itself; and these papers 
had been passed along with the ttle to the a. to 
Davidson when he peud the money to Pease. 
And yet the Government officer, or officers, allows 
Pease to come back to the office—though it was 
upon record that he had transferred the lands to 
another man—and without the receipts which they 
had issued when they had sold him the land, paid 
back the purchase money to Pease, although he 
had received it from Davidson, and thus Davidson 
is left witheut any remedy at all. 

Mr. DUNHAM. I would ask the gentleman 
if he has not a remedy in the courts of law? Is he 
not able to make Pease pay back the money? 

Mr. VAN DYKE. It might or might not be 
so. If Pease was to be found Davidson might, 
after a lawsuit of years, “recover the purchase 
money. But the fault is not on the part of David- 
son. After he purchased the title to the land, he 
went to get the patent issued just as soon as he 
could. After knocking at the door of the land 
office to get his patent, he had to wait for an answer 


until they reached that case, and then he was told | 


He also took from Pease the evidence of 


Davidson paid | 


Mr. JONES moved that the House adjourn. 
On a division there appeared for the motion 50, 


| against it 57. 


This is not exactly a ques- || 


— from 


So the House refused to adjourn. 
JOSEPH D. WARD. 


The SPEAKER stated that the first bill re- 
the committee was a bill forthe re- 
ief of Joseph D. Ward. 

Mr. MORRIS inquired if it was in order to move 


| to amend the bill? 


The SPEAKER said that it was. 


Mr. MORRIS moved to amend the bill by stri- | 


| king out ** 1847,”’ and inserting ** 1850’’ in lieu 
| thereof. 


Mr. HARALSON rose to a point of order. He 


| understood that there were several bills upon the 


jona former occasion. 
| bills should be acted on in the order in which they | 


table which had been reported from the committee 
It seemed to him that these 


| were reported, and disposed of before those which 


had been just reported. 
The SPEAKER stated that these bills were on 


| the Speaker’s table upon their engrossment. The 


| from that time. 


bill now reported was but just reported from the | 


committee, and, according to the universal practice 
of the House, must first be acted on. 

Mr. JONES said: Before the question is taken 
on that amendment, I wish to inquire of the gen- 
tleman who reported this bill, at what time the 
proof, upon which the committee have reported in 
favor of this bill, was perfected? If the proof, 
upon which the committee come to the conclusion 
that the petitioner is entitled to a pension, was 


perfected in 1847, then, according to the general | 


law of the country, his pension should commence 
The pension should commence 


| from the time when the petitioner perfected the 


proof by which he satisfied the Committee on In- 


| valid Pensions that he was entitled to a pension. 
| If the proof was perfected in 1847, I shall vote 


against the amendment, because the general law | 


of the land gives him a pension from the time he 
perfected the proof of his title to one. 
Mr. CONGER inquired whether any motion 


| had been made to amend the bill? 


The SPEAKER. It is moved to amend the 
bill by striking out “*1847”’ and inserting ** 1850” 
instead, and that is the pending question. 

Mr. CONGER then said: I desire to say a word 
upon that question. [ understood the gentleman 
from Tennessee [Mr. Jones] to advance an argu- 
ment before the committee here, two or three 


| weeks since, directly — to what I under- 


| Slocum, of New York. 


stand him now to say. 


wo or three weeks since, 
the House 


when went 


member of the committee who reported that bill, 


BE. 


Those receipts are | 





|| ed and 





| time the proof was perfected. 
| LT repeat now, that such is the general law of the 


into Committee of the | 
| Whole on the private calendar, there was a bill 
| taken up and discussed for the relief of William 


The gentleman from Vir- | 
ginia, across the way, [Mr. Avererr,] was the | 





_lost both his arms in battle. 


ie Jan. 


ce 


8 
> 
vided that the pension should commence some five 
or six } pve back. Now, the facts in that case 
showed conclusively, as was stated by the ventle. 
man from Virginia, [Mr. Avererr,) that the pa- 
pers were perfected in the year 1834. They were 
then presented to Congress, and have been before 
Congress from that time up to the present. Sey. 
eral committees have made favorable reports, and 
bills for the relief of the petitioners have passed 
one or the other branch of Congies several times, 
When that bill was under discussion some weeks 
since, the gentleman from Tennessee (Mr. Jones] 
favored an amendment that was moved to it, to 
strike out 1834-5 or 6, or whatever time was 
stated in the bill, as the date from which the pen- 
sion should commence, and insert 1850 instead 
and, if I understood the gentleman aright at that 
time, he asserted that the uniform practice of the 
House had been not to give back pensions, 
Mr. AVERETT (interposing) said: The case is 
even stronger, I think, than is stated by the gen- 
tleman from New York. It is true that the com- 


| mittee considered that the papers in the case of 


Slocum showed him to have been an invalid, enti- 
led to relief from Congress as early as 1834; but 
I proposed to take the report of a previous Com- 
mittee—and let the pension commence from the 
date of that report, to wit, in 1842. The ques- 
tion was then distinetly raised, as to whether that 
was a back pension. The committee did not con- 
sider it so, but the House decided that it was, 


on an objection raised, as stated by the gentleman 
| from New York, by the gentleman from Tennes- 


see. 

Mr. CONGER said: The only point I make is 
this: I desire that it may be settled in order that 
we may understand what is the well-settled prac- 
tice of this House in relation.to cases of this 
kind. This is my point: whether, the pension 
shall commence when a bill is reported for the re- 
lief of an individual, or at the time his papers are 
perfected and presented to the House. 

Now the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Jones] 


_ says that this has been the practice of both Houses 


of Congress. So I did not understand the gentle- 
man the otherday. Itis important, not merely to 
distinguish in this case, but it is important to a 
very great number of persons for whom relief 


| bills have been and may hereafter be reported, as 
well as for the interests of those for whom relief 


bills are still camps before Congress; that the 
practice should be settled. Ifin this case the House 


| shall decide to give the pension commencing from 


the time the papers were made out, I desire that we 


| may go backand reconsider what it has done in the 


case of William Slocum, and a great many other 
individuals for whom relief bills have been report- 
assed. 


Mr. JONES (interposing) said: IT am uncon- 


| scious of having undergone any change in relation 
| to this subject. 
| occasion when William Slocum’s bill was before 
| the House, nor have I stated to day, that it had 


I do not remember stating on the 


been the uniform practice of this House from the 
I stated then, and 


country; and in this Slocum case, if my recollec- 


tion serves me right, it was very doubtful whether 


he could be brought within the general law of the 
country upon the subject. He alleged that he 
sprained his ancle, I think, upon parade on a cer- 
tain occasion. The proof in that instance was not 


| sufficient to satisfy the Commissioner of Pensions 


that that injury had been sustained by him in the 


| service of his country and in the line of duty. 


Mr. CONGER, (continuing.) I desire to ask 


| the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Jones] why it 
| did not come within the provisions of the general 
‘law? If I understand rightly, if the case of Wil- 


liam Slocum, or this, or any other case, had come 
within the provisions of the law, it would not 
have come before us at all, but would have been 


| decided by the Commissioner of Pensions. It is 


because it did not come within the provisions of 


| the general law, because this case also does not 


do so, that relief is asked of Congress. What, 
then, does the gentleman from Tennessee mean by 
using the language, ‘* within the provisions of the 
general law ?”’ 

Mr. JONES, (interposing.) If, Mr. Chairman, 
I understand this case, it is for an increase of pen- 
sion, under circumstances in which the man has 
Then, sir, it is a 


and if my recollection serves me right, that bill pro- x ease in which the Commissioner of Pensions can- 
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1851. 
not give more than for a total disability—than eight 
dollars per month. That is the maximum amount 
that can be allowed to a private soldier or non- 
commissioned officer. It is proved by the testi- 
mony of reputable physicians and surgeons, that 
he has sustained a total disability; that he is un- 
able to earn his livelihood oy unnne labor, in 
consequence of the wounds and injuries he has re- 
ceived in the service of his country and in the line 
of his duty. 

Then, sir, it is not to give him a pension under 
any existing general law; but it is to give an addi- 
tional pension. And if it is possible to make out 
such a case, this is one that is better even than a 
total disability; and, besides, it entirely differs | 
from a case which comes here upon an application 
for a pension under ordinary circumstances, 

Mr. CONGER. This is not, if I understand 
jt, an application for an increase of pension at all, | 
but to receive a pension, and have it placed upon 
the pension roll, at the rate of twenty dollars per 
month, commencing from June 9, 1847. 

Mr. JONES. I wish to know if I am not right 
in saying that it is an application for an increase of | 
yension, and should like to have the report read. 

The report having been read— 

Mr. JONES continued: It appears to me that 
this is a case in which, under the general law for 
the disability sustained by the loss of his arms, | 
the highest pension that can be given him is eight 
dollars per month. This is not sufficient for his 
wats, and the committee did not think it suffi- 
cient, and recommend a greater pension. 

Now, sir, if the proof shows that he lost his || 
arms upon a particular day, then I think that he 
is entitled to his pension from that time, even ac- 
cording to the practice of the general law of the 
country. If the injury is proved from a certain 
day, and total disability should ensue, even sup- 
posing itis not immediate, the presumption is suf- 
ficient to entitle him to apply fora total disability | 
pension from the time the injury was received. 

Mr. BAYLY moved the previous question. 

Mr. MORRIS withdrew hie amendment. 

Mr. CONGER inquired if he could not move | 
an amendment? 

The SPEAKER stated that the amendment 
having been withdrawn, the Chair had supposed 
that all debate had ceased; but he must now put 
the motion of the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. 
Bary] if it was insisted upon. 

Mr. CONGER hoped the motion for the pre- 
vious question would be withdrawn, as he wished 
to renew the amendment. 

The SPEAKER stated that the object of the 
amendment could be accomplished by the com- 
mittee failing to sustain the previous question. 

On seconding the previous question tellers were 
ordered, and Messrs. SAwTeELLE and Briggs were 
appointed. The tellers, on counting the House, 
reported—ayes 77, noes 29. ; 

So the previous question received a second, and 
the main question was ordered, which main ques- 
tion was on ordering the bill to be engrossed and | 
read a third time. ; 

The bill was then read the third time and passed. 

On motion by Mr. MORRIS, the House ad- 
journed. 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 








NOTICE OF A BILL. 
By Mr. HOWARD: A bill to facilitate the transportation 


THE CONGRESSION 


> 


By Mr. MATTESON: The petition of A. H. Brainard 
and 19 others, citizens of Rouse’s Point, praying that Rouse’s 
Point be made a port of entry and delivery, and that the col- 





t 


| lector be required to reside there. 


By Mr. CHANDLER: The memorial of the citizens of 
Marcus Hook, Pennsylvania, asking for an appropriation 
for the reconstruction and repairs of the piers in the river 
Delaware, at that place. 

Also, the memorial of R. Huddell and Harman Yerks, 
and many other citizens of Philadelphia, asking for the con- 
struction of a harbor on the east side of Reedy Island, in the 
Delaware. 

Also, the memorial of the Philadelphia Board of Trade, 
asking Congress to establish some tribunal or bureau for the 
adjustment and settlement of private claims against the 
Government. 

Also, the memorials of John B. Budd and C. Newbold, 


| and many other merchants of Philadelphia, interested in 


the navigation and trade of the Chesapeake bay, asking for 
the establisment and maintenance of the hght-house on the 
fishery battery at the entrance of the channel of the Susque- 
hanna. 

By Mr. RISLEY: The petition of A. Hazeltine and 38 
other citizens of Jamestown, Chautauque county, New 
York, praying Congress to pass a law “ giving further 


| remedies to patentees.”’ 


Also, the petition of 8. Chandler and 45 other citizens of 
Jamestown, Chautauque county, New York, for the same 
object. 

By Mr. THURMAN: The petition of Francis Rodgers, 
and surgeon’s certificate in his case, applying for increase 
of pension. 

By Mr.. SAWTELLE: The petition of Solomon L. 
Howes, of Frankfort, in the State of Maine, for payment of 
moneys due from the United States to his late father, Abner 


| Howes, deceased. 


By Mr. PUTNAM: The petition of Ira Shedd and 50 
others of China, Wyoming county, New York, praying for 
the repeal of the fugitive slave law. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpay, January 20, 1851. 

The House met at twelve o’clock,m. The Jour- 
nal of Saturday was read and approved. 

Mr. INGE inquired of the Chair whether it was 
in order to move a suspension of the rules? 

The SPEAKER said that it was not, because 
there was already a motion pending to suspend the 
rules, made by the gentleman from Tennessee 


| [Mr. Sranron] on Monday last, to enable him to 





pa inilitary stores in Texas, and to reduce the expenses 
ereof. 





PETITIONS, &c. 


The following petitions and memorials were presented 
under the rule, and referred to appropriate committees: 

By Mr. SIBLEY: The petition of George C. Nichols 
and 27 other citizens of Minnesota, asking for a grant of 
one hundred thousand acres of land, (to include the mili 
tary reserve of Fort Snelling,) for the endowment and sup- 
portof a University in that Territory. 

Also, the petition of Alexander Wilkin and 32 other citi- 
zens of Minnesota, asking for a grant of land to the Terri- 
tory, to aid in establishing a line*of telegraph from Prairie 
du Chien to St. Paul. : 

By Mr. PITMAN: The petition of William K. Jones 
and 78 other citizens of Schuylkill county, Pennsylvania 
asking Congress for a modification of existing tariff laws. 

By Mr. DISNEY : Two memorials from certain citizens 
of Cincinnati, asking Congress to purchase the Louis- 
Ville and Portland canal, and to make it free. 

By Mr. REED: The petition of Majors Ringland and 
Logan, and others, officers and soldiers of the war of 1812, 
for additional bounty land, in consideration of special ser- 
Vices by them rendered at a critical period of the campaign, 
and gratefully acknowledged by General Harrison in the 
general order discharging said officers and soldiers. 


| 
| 


introduce a resolution to grant the use of this Hall 
on the 2Ist instant to the American Colonization 
Society, for their anniversary meeting. 

Mr. STANTON said he would withdraw that 


| motion. 


BUSINESS OF THE DISTRICT. 
Mr. INGE moved to supend the rules to enable 
him to introduce a resolution that the business of 
the District of Columbia be made the special order 


for the first Thursday in February. 
Mr. KAUFMAN ealled for tellers; which were 


ordered, and Messrs. THompson, of Kentucky, 
|| and KaurMan were appointed. “on 

The question was then taken and decided in the | 
| affirmative—ayes 97, noes not counted. 


So the rules were suspended, and— 

Mr. INGE introduced the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the business of the District of Columbia, 
in the Hotise, in the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union, and in Committee of the Whole, be made the 
special order on the first Thursday of February, proximo. 


Mr. JONES inquired if the first Thursday in 


February was not one of the days already set 


apart for territorial business? He understood from 
thechairman of the Committee on Territories [Mr. 


Boyp] that it was. 


Mr. INGE said, that if that was the case, he 
would modify his resolution by substituting the 
‘ second Tuesday”’ for the *‘ first Thursday.’’ 

The question was then taken on the resolution, 

| and it was agreed to. 


| THE DRY DOCK IN CALIFORNIA. 

| Mr: BOKEE asked the unanimous consent of 
| the House to offer a resolution; which was read 
for information, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be requested 
to inform the House what action, if any, has been had by 
him under the act of last session, making an appropriation 
for the construction of a dry dock in California, and whether 
or not in his judgment a dock could not be constructed suf 
ficient for all the purposes of the Navy at a much less ex- 
pense to the Government than the one contemplated by the 
act aforesaid, and that in the mean time the Secretary be 
requested to suspend further proceedings in the matter. 


Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee, objected. 

Mr. BOKEE moved a suspension of the rules 
to enable him to introduce the resolution. 

The question was put, and the rules were sus- 
pended. 

Mr. BOKEE then introduced the resolution, and 
moved the previous question on its adoption. 

The previous question received a second, and 
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the main question was ordered, which main ques- 
tion was on agreeing to the resolution. 

The question was taken, and the resolution was 
adopted. 

Mr. BOKEE moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the resolution was adopted, and to lay that 
motion upon the table; which latter motion was 
agreed to. 

AN ADDITIONAL COURT FOR TEXAS. 

Mr. KAUFMAN asked the unanimous consent 
of the House to offer the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the Committee of the Whole 
of the Union be discharged from the fur 
of bill No. 48, being a bill to establish an additional district 
court of the United States in the eastern portion of ‘Texas, 
and that said bill be laid on the Speaker’s table to come up 
among the orders of the day. 


Mr. ASHMUN objected, 
Mr. KAUFMAN moved a suspension of the 


rules to enable him to introduce the resolution, and 
the question was taken, and decided in the affirm- 
ative—ayes 102, noes not counted. 

So the rules were suspended, and the resolution 
was introduced. 

The question was then taken on its adopti yn, 
and decided in the affirmative. 


eee 


on the state 
ther consideration 


INCREASE OF CADETS. 

Mr. DUER asked the unanimous consent of the 
House to introduce the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs be di 
rected to inquire into the expediency of increasing the num 
ber of Cadets in the Military Academy at West Point. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Pennsylvania, objected. 

Mr. DUER moved to suspend the rules; which 
motion was put and disagreed to. 

ESTIMATES FOR THE POSTAL SERVICE. 

Mr. BAYLY said that 
Speaker’s table estimates from the Post Office Di 
partment which the Committee of Ways and 
Means wanted immediately. Ele asked the unan 
imous consent of the House that they might be 
presented with a view to their refers nee to the com- 
mittee, 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee, objected. 

Mr. BAYLY then moved to suspend the rules, 
to enable him to submit the motion. He said that 
the committee could not work without these esti- 
mates, 

The question was then taken, and the rules were 
suspended. 

The motion of Mr. BAYLY wa 
to; and 

The SPEAKER then laid before the Housethe 
estimates from the Post Office Department for the 
service of the said Department for the next fiscal 

rear. 


Mr. BAYLY moved that they be re ferred tothe 


there were 


ipon the 


then acree ] 


| Committee of Ways and Means, und ordered to 


be printed. 
The question being taken on the motion, it was 
agreed to. 


THE APPROPRIATION BILLS, 
Mr. BAYLY asked the unanimous consent of 


, the House to offer a resolution to make the follow 
ing bills, making appropriation for the fiscal yeer 
ending 30th June, 1852, viz: 434, for the support 
of the Military Academy; 435, for revolutionary 
and other Pensions of the United States: 436, for 
Naval Pensions; 437, for the current and contin- 
gent expenses of the Indian Department: and 438, 
for the service of the Post Otfce Department— 
special orders, in the foregoing order, for to-mor- 
row, and to continue such from day to day until 
finally disposed of. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee, objected. 
Mr. BAYLY moved to suspend the rules, to 
enable him to submit the resolution. 

Mr. McLANE desired to know from the Chair 
whether an appropriation bill, um de the 
order, took precedence of other sper 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has stated to the 
House, and desires to repeat again, in order that 
the House may understand his opinion of the rules, 
that special orders, when made by the Honse, 
take priority in reference to the day for which the 
special order is made, not the day on which the 
resolution is adopted. Ifa special order has pre- 
viously been made for Tuesday next, and to-day 
the House makes a special order for to-day, the 
special order made for to-day takes precedence. It 
being an appropriation does not affect the question 
as to the priority of special orders. 


special 


ial orde rs 
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‘fered the following resolution: 
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The question was then taken on the motion to 
suspend the rules, and it was not arreed to. 
RIGHT OF WAY FOR A RAILROAD. 


Mr. DISNEY moved to suspend the rules, to 
enable him to introduce a resolution to make 
House bill No. 424, being a bill to grant the right 


of way through ey nn lands for a line of rail- | 
States of Indiana, Ohio, and || 


road through the 
[|linois, the special order for to-morrow week, (the 
28th instant,) and until disposed of, 

Mr. COBB, of Alabama. Is it only the right | 
of way? 

The SPEAKER. TheChair knows nothing of | 
the bill except from its title. 

The question was then taken on the motion to 
suspend the rules, and it was not agreed to. 

THE FRIGATE CONSTITUTION. 
Mr. GRINNELL, by unanimous consent, of- 


Resolved, That the Committee on Naval Affairs be in- 
structed to inquire into the propriety of authorizing the Sec- 
retary of the Navy to continue in commission for sea service 
the frigate Constitution, and to rebuild her whenever it may 
be found necessary. 


Mr. CARTTER objected. 
Mr. GRINNELL moved to suspend the rules, 
to enable him to introduce the resolution. 


‘The question being taken on the motion, it was | 


decided in the negative—ayes 70, noes 66. 
So the rules were not suspended, 


HOMESTEADS. 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee, asked the unan- 


imous consent of the House to offer a resolution; 
which was read for information, as follows: 


Resolved, That House bill No. 310, which bill provides 
for the encouragement of agriculture, and every man who 
is the head of a family and a citizen of the United States 
with a homestead of one hundred and sixty acres of land 
out of the public domain, be made the special order for | 
Tuesday, 2ist instant, and be continued from day to day 
until disposed of by the House. 


Mr. VINTON objected. 

Mr. JOHNSON moved to suspend the rules, to 
enable him to introduce the resolution, and called 
for the yeas and nays on that motion. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the ques- 
tion being taken by yeas and nays, the result was 
—yeas 92, nays 100—as follows: 

Y EAS— Messrs. Albertson, Alexander, Allen, Ashmun, 


Albert G. Brown, William J. Brown, Buel, E. C. Cabell, 
Joseph Cable, George A. Caldwell, Campbell, Cartter, 
Casey, Chandler, Cleveland, W. R. W.. Cobb, Conger, 
Dickey, Disney, Doty, Duer, Dunham, Durkee, Ewing, 
Featherston, Fitch, Fuller, Gentry, Giddings, Gilbert, Gor 
man, Gort, Gould, Green, Hall, Hampton, Harlan, Isham 
G. Harris, Hay, Hilliard, Howard, Howe, Hunter, Inge, 
Andrew Johnson, Robert W. Johnson, Jones, Julian, 
Lefiler, Levin, Horace Mann, Job Mann, Mason, Matte- 
son, MeClernand, MeDonald, MeGaughey, McLanahan, 
Robert M. McLane, McMullen, Daniel F. Miller, Moore, 
Morris, Olds, Peaslee, Richardson, Risley, Robbins, Robin- | 
son, Rockwell, Root, Sackett, Savage, Schenck, Spaulding, 
Sprague, Frederick P. Stanton, Thaddeus Stevens, 
Thomas, Tuck, Watkins, Wentworth, Whittlesey, Wil- 
liams, and Young—92. 

NAYS—Messrs. Alston, Anderson, Averett, Bayly, Bo- 


cock, Booth, Boyd, Breck, Briggs, Bullard, Burrows, Burt, {| 


Butler, Joseph P. Caldwell, Calvin, Clarke, Clingman, Col 
cock, Cole, Corwin, Crowell, Daniel, Danner, Deberry, 
Dimmick, Duncan, Edmundson, Eliot, Alexander Evans, | 
Nathan Evans, Fowler, Freedley, Grinnell, Halloway, 
Harnilton, Hammond, Haralson, Sampson W. Harris, Hay- 
mond, Hebard, Henry, Hibbard, Holladay, Joseph W. 
Jackson, William T. Jackson, James L. Johnson, Kauf- 
man, Kerr, James G. King, John A. King, La Sére, Little- | 
field, Marshall, McKissock, Finis E. McLean, McQueen, 
MecWillie, Meacham, Meade, Millson, Morehead, Morse, 
Nelson, Orr, Otis, Outlaw, Owen, Parker, Peck, Penn, | 
Phelps, Pitinan, Powell, Putnam, Reed, Reynolds, Rose, | 
Ross, Rumsey, Sawtelle, Schermerhorn, Seddon, Silvester, | 
Stanly, Richard H. Stanton, Stetson, Strong, Taylor, Jacob 
Thompson, James Thompson, John B. Thompson, Thur- 


| 


|| DIFFERENCES BETWEEN 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


ENGLAND AND 
THE UNITED STATES. 


Mr. McCLERNAND asked the unanimous | 
| consent of the House to offer the following reso- | 


| lution: 


Resolved, That the President of the United States be re- 
quested to communicate to this House, if in his judgment 
not incompatible with the public interests, any information 
in his possession relative to a difference of opinion, if any, 
between the Government of the United States and that of 
Great Britain, concerning the construction of the conven- 
tion lately concluded by said Governments. Also, any 


information in his possession relative to the reported diffi- | 


culties inand on the coasts of Central America. 


Mr. STANLY objected. 
THE BOUNTY LAND LAW AGAIN. 


Mr. ROBINSON renewed his motion to sus- |, and receiver, or rather the register, is required, 


vend the rules, and called for the yeas and nays. 


he yeasand nays were ordered, and being taken, | 
|| resulted—yeas 154, nays 31—as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Albertson, Alexander, Alston, Andrews, | 


Ashe, Ashmun, Averett, Bay, Bayly, Bell, Bennett, Bing- 
ham, Booth, Bowdon, Bowlin, Boyd, Breck, Briggs, Bris- 


| bin, Albert G. Brown, William J. Brown, Buel, Bullard, 


| Chandler, Clarke, Cleveland, W. R. W. Cobb, Cole, Cor- |} 
win, Crowell, Danner, Deberry, Dickey, Dimmick, Disney, | 
| Doty, Duncan, Dunham, Durkee, Edmundson, Eliot, | 
Ewing, Fitch, Fowler, Fuller, Giddings, Goodenow, Gor- | 
man, Gott, Green, Hall, Halloway, Hamilton, Hammond, | 
Haralson, Harlan, [sham G. Harris, Sampson W. Harris, T. | 
L. Harris, Hay, Haymond, Holladay, Howe, Hunter, Inge, | 
Joseph W. Jackson, William T. Jackson, Andrew Johnson, | 
James L. Johnson, Robert W. Johnson, Jones, Julian, | 
George G. King, James G. King, John A. King, La Sére, | 


Burrows, Butler, E. Carrington Cabell, Joseph Cable, 
Geerge A. Caldwell, Joseph P. Caldwell, Campbell, Casey, 


| Leffler, Job Mann, Marshall, Mason, McClernand, Me- 
| Donald, McGaughey, McKissock, Robert M. McLane, 


F. E. McLean, McMullen, McQueen, McWillie, Meacham, 


| John K. Miller, Daniel F. Miller, Millson, Moore, Morris, 


Morse, Morton, Nelson, Olds, Orr, Outlaw, Parker, Peaslee, 


Penn, Phelps, Pitman, Powell, Putnam, Reed, Reynolds, | 
Richardson, Risley, Robbins, Robinson, Rockwell, Rose, | 
Ross, Rumsey, Sackett, Schenck, Schermerhorn, Seddon, | 


Shepperd, Silvester, Spaulding, Sprague, Stanly, Frederick 


| P. Stanton, Richard H. Stanton, Thaddeus Stevens, Taylor, 


man, Van Dyke, Vinton, Walden, Waldo, Wallace, Well- | 


born, White, and Wildrick—100. 
So the rules were not suspended. 


On motion by Mr, REED, it was ordered that | 
leave be granted to withdraw from the files of the || 


House, for the purpose of being presented at the | 
Pension Office, the papers in the case of Joseph | 
Wright. 

EXECUTION OF THE BOUNTY LAND LAW. 

Mr, ROBINSON asked the unanimous consent | 
of the House to call up for consideration the | 
bounty land bill. If it was not taken up to-day, 
it would never be taken up this session. 

Mr. VINTON objected. 


Mr. ROBINSON moved to Suspend the rules, | 
for the purpose of enabling him to move to take || 


up the bill, but withdrew his motion fora moment || lands, who are required, under the laws of Con- 


at the suggestion of Mr. McC.ernanp. 


Thomas, James Thompson, John B. Thompson, Under- | 


hill, Van Dyke, Walden, Waldo, Wallace, Watkins, Went- 


worth, White, Whittlesey, Wildrick, Williams, and Young | 
1} —154. 

NAYS—Messrs. Beale, Bokee, Burt, Calvin, Cartter, | 
Clingman, Coleock, Conger, Daniel, Duer, Alexander | 
Evans, Gould, Grinnell, Hebard, Henry, Hibbard, Hilliard, | 
|} Kerr, Horace Mann, Matteson, Otis, Root, Savage, Saw- 
|| telle, Stetson, Thurman, Toombs, Tuck, Viaton, Wellborn, | 
; and Woodward—31. 


Bell, Bennett, Bingham, Bowdon, Bowlin, Brisbin, Brooks, || 


So the rules were suspended. 


The question then recurring on agreeing to the | 
| motion to proceed to the consideration of the bill, | 
| it was put, and decided in the affirmative. 
| bill was under consideration. 


The SPEAKER stated that the question pend- 


ing before the House was on agreeing to the | 
amendment of the gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. | 
| McCrernanp,] and that on that motion the gen- | 
tleman from Virginia [Mr. Mrape] was entitled | 
| to the floor. 


The pending amendment was reported to the 
House; it is as follows: 


“Sec. —. And he it further enacted, That registers and 


receivers of the several land offices of the United States 
shall be entitled to demand and receive for their services in | 


locating military bounty land warrants from each person 
applying to locate the same, a fee at the rate of twenty-five 


+| cents for each forty acres so located: Provided, That the 


fee hereby allowed shall be in lieu and in discharge of any 


similar fee already allowed by law: Provided, further, 
That the salary and perquisites of the said registers and 
| receivers shall in no case exceed the sum of three thousand | 


dollars per annum each. 


Mr. McCLERNAND. I shall be obliged to 
the gentleman from Virginia to yield me the floor 
for a moment. 


Mr. MEADE consented to do so. 


Mr. McCLERNAND said: I believe I have | 


the right to modify my amendment which is now | ¥ 


pending. I therefore, Mr. Speaker, move to mod- 


ify it by adding the following section, at the re- | 


quest of my friend from Virginia, [Mr. Meape:] 


Sree. —. And beit further enacted, That in all cases of 
warrants for bounty land for military services in the war 
of 1812 with Great Britain, which remain unsatisfied at 
the date of this act, it shall be lawful forthe person in 
whose name such warrant shall have been issued, his heirs 
or legal representatives, to enter at the proper land office 
any quantity of public lands subject to private entry, to 
which such person shall be entitled in virtue of such war- 
rant: Provided, That such warrants shall be located within 
five years from the date of this act. 


Mr. McCLERNAND,, (in continuation.) This 


amendment, sir, contemplates two objects: First, 


an addition to the register and receiver of public | 


| gress, to locate bounty land warrants; and, sec- 


‘| ondly the renewal of the act which is now 


So the | 


Jan. 20, 


ex- 


pired authorizing the location of military bounty 


land warrants issued for military service in the 
war of 1812 with Great Britain. With revard to 
the first point, it is doubtless known to many of 
the aicieatd of the House, that numerons peti- 
tions have been sent to Congress asking that more 
| adequate compensation might be allowed to the 
| register and receiver for services they are required 
to perform in locating land warrants. From my 
|| knowledge of the buisness of these officers, I arm 
able to corroborate the statement made by them 
that the amount of labor devolved upon them in 
| the location of the military land warrants is about 
|| sixfold as great as that which they are required 
| to perform in ordinary cash entries. The register 





in the first place, to examine the assignment of 


| the warrant, if it be assigned; next, to examine 


| the list of warrants improperly issued, together 
with five lists of warrants alleged to be stolen, 
amounting in all to some four hundred and ninety- 
eight warrants; next, the application and affidavit 
of the person making the location, with accom- 
panying certificates, and when located by an at- 
torney to examine the regularity and sufficiency 
of the power, next, to make out a certificate of 
| purchase, and to send monthly abstracts of loca- 
tions to Washington, reserving one in his office; 
and, finally, to mark the locations on the tract 
book and township plats. I repeat, sir, this labor 
amounts to sixfold the ordinary labor performed 
by the register in an ordinary cash entry. The 
bill reported by the special committee for the 
purpose of facilitating and accelerating the execu- 
tion of the bounty land laws, must prove in a great 
| measure abortive, unless some such provision as 
I have offered is adopted by the House. It will 
be impossible for the register and receiver of pub- 
lic land, within the limits of their compensation, 
to perform the labor necessary in the location of 
those warrants. They must have additional cler- 
ical aid, if they are to be required to discharge 
their public duties seasonably. This is undeni- 
able.. The amendment I have submitted secures 
this result, and at the same time preserves the 
present maximum of their compensation. Under 
no circumstances, including salary and the per- 
centage allowed them on sales, can it exceed 
$3,000 per annum. I think cere so just 
and expedient, should be adopted. 
| The second provision is — called for in 
justice and consistency. It will be recollected, 
‘that during the war of 1812 with Great Britain, 
several acts were passed granting bounty lands 
for military service performed in that war. Suc- 
cessive acts were also passed limiting the periods 
during which the warrants for those lands were 
required to be located. All of these are now ex- 
pired by their own limitations, leaving quite a 
' number of those warrants outstanding and unsat- 
isfied in the hands of aged and meritorious sol- 
|| diers, or in the hands of their heirs. And in many 
cases, no doubt, the value of the warrants is very 
much needed by those who hold them. 

I say that many of those warrants are outstand- 
‘ing, and are held by meritorious men, but who 
| are unable to locate them, for the reason stated. 

I have, sir, in my possession one of those war- 
rants, (holding it up,) which exemplifies the state- 
ment that I have made. It is one issued in favor 
of and owned by the heirs of George Tucker, a 
private in the war with Great Britain, who al- 
lowed the limitation prescribed for the location 
of the warrant, to expire. Being an illiterate man, 
he presented the warrant, probably within five 
rears from its date, supposing that to be sufficient; 
whereas he should have presented it within five 
years after the date of the renewing his right for 
the last time to locate it; and thus he and his heirs 
have lost the benefit of the warrant. My amend- 
| ment will afford the relief required in this and all 
|| such cases. The amendment suggested by my 
| friend from Virginia, [Mr. Meape,) which I have 
| accepted, simply authorizes the assignment of 
| these warrants, in the same manner in which war- 
| 





rants are assigned under the authority of later acts 
of Congress. I hope the amendment, in both of 


its provisions, and with a view to all its objects, 
Phe adopted. 
Mr. VINTON. 


wil 
[ rise, Mr. Speaker, to a ques- 
tion of order. On looking at the amendment 
| offered by the gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. Me- 
| Crernanp,] I do not think it in order, inasmuch 





re 


all 





1851. 
as the bill reported by the special committee re- 
lates exclusively to warrants issued under the act 
of 28th September last. Here is ay amendment 
which applies to those issued by the act of 1812. 
[ submit such amendment has no connection what- 
ever with the bill under consideration. 

Mr. McCLERNAND stated he believed that 
that point had been decided. At all events, the 
amendment was germane to the question. 

The SPEAKER said that he had not exam- 
jned the details of the bill and the gentleman’s 
amendment very minutely. The bill certainly 

rovided for warrants issued under the act of Sep- 
tember 28th, 1850, and that act also includes, the 
Chair thinks, warrants issued under the act of 
812. 
Mr. VINTON. I submit that the actof the 28th 
of September last does not, in any way, take 
cognizance of the law of 1812. The act of Sep- 
tember last, as I have stated, has no reference, in | 
my opinion, to the law of 1812, but to which law 
the amendment of the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. McCLeRNAND| relates. 

Mr. McCLERNAND. The object of the bill 
reported by the special committee is, to accelerate | 
the execution of the bounty land laws now in | 
force. Sir, the object of my amendment is to en- 
able the registers and receivers better to carry out 
the object of this bill by giving them an additional 
salary, and thus enable them to employ additional 
force. 

The SPEAKER said that the Chair would ex- 
amine the details both of the bill and the amend- 
ment, and give his decision. 

Mr. JONES. It is not my intention, sir, to in- | 
flict a speech upon the House at this time, but I | 
will briefly state that the bill prepared by the se- | 
lect committee, and reported to this House, that | 
is now under consideration, is intended to facili- 
tate the execution of the bounty land law of the 
28th of September, 1850. This bill perhaps is not 
exactly what I would in all respects have made it 
had I been the person who had power to do so. 
Perhaps it is not exactly what members of this | 
House would make it, if they had the control of 
it themselves. But I am satisfied that the select 
committee have given to this subject that investi- | 
gation and deliberation which it required, and upon 
that investigation and deliberation they have re- 
ported this bill here. I am satisfied that it is as | 
good as the House can make it. But if a general | 
debate arises and propositions for amendments are 
indulged in by this House, it would consume our 
time for the whole of the day, and we shall adjourn 
and the bill will go upon the Speaker’s table, and 
perhaps the result will be its indefinite postpone- | 
ment, 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. By the per- 
mission of my colleague, I wish to offer a simple | 
amendment to the amendment of the gentleman | 
from Illinois, [Mr. | I infer from | 
the tenor of his observations that he is about to | 
move the previous question. I hope he will have 
no objection to allow me to move my amendment. | 

Mr. JONES asked for the reading of the amend- 
ment. 

The Crerx then read it, as follows: 

Provided, That nothing in the act approved on the 28th 
day of September, 1850, (granting bounty land to soldiers 
who rendered service in the war of 1812, and in any Indian | 
war since 1790,) shall be so construed as to exclude the 
volunteers called out to aid in the removal of the Cherokee 
Indians west of the Mississippi, in 1836-°7. 

Mr. JONES. Mr. Speaker, I will offer that | 
amendment for my colleague. 

Mr. VINTON hoped that the gentleman from | 
Tennessee would not move the previous question 
until the third section was perfected. 

Mr. JONES, (in continuation.) From the in- 
dications which have already been shown, if gen- 
tlemen are allowed to offer amendments and debate 
this subject with the intention of perfecting this | 
bill, we cannot get through with it to-day; and be- | 


_ cause, as I before said, I am satisfied that it is | 


now as good, and perhaps better, than this House 
can make it, in order to bring this House to atest 
upon it, and to give efficiency to the bill heretofore 
passed for the benefit of the soldier, I call for the 
previous question. 

Mr. WILLIAMS requested the gentleman from 
Tennessee to withdraw his motion for the previous 
question, as he wished to offer an amendment. 

Mr. JONES. I withdraw my motion, for the 
purpose of saying that there are already two | 
amendments pending, the amendment to the bill | 
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reported by the select committee, and an amend- || 


ment to that amendment; and as I understand the 
rules of the House, no other amendment can be 
offered while these are pending. It would, there- 
fore, be unnecessary for me to withdraw my mo- 
tion for the previous question, for the purpose of 
enabling the gentleman to offer the amendment. I 


| renew the motion for the previous question. 


The SPEAKER. Before the Chair acts on the 
seconding of the previous question, the point of 
order made by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 


|| Vinton] must be disposed of. The Chair has not 


had an opportunity to examine this question criti- 
cally, or to examine into the details of the bill. 
He may not, perhaps, decide this question cor- 
rectly. But the opinion of the Chair, upon the 


| little examination it has been able to give to it, is, 


that the first section of the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. McCLernanp] is 
in order, but that thé second section of that amend- 
ment is not in order. It proposes to legislate in 
reference to warrants granted by an act entirely 
different and distinct from the act to which this 
bill is an amendment. ‘This bill is in relation to 
bounty land warrants granted under the act of 
2th September, 1850. ‘The second section of the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Illinois, 
has reference to warrants granted under an en- 
tirely separate act. ‘The Chair decides, therefore, 
that the first section of the amendment is in order, 
and that the second section is not. 

The SPEAKER said the question now was on 
seconding the demand for the previous question. 

Mr. VINTON expressed the hope that the pre- 
vious question would not bé sustained. 

The question whether there was a second to the 
demand for the previous question was taken by 


| tellers, (Messrs. Catpweui, of Kentucky, and 


ALLEN acting,) and decided in the negative—ayes 


|| 47, noes 76. 


So there was no second. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, having been 
a member of that select committee appointed by 
the House to inquire what additional: legislation 
was necessary for the purpose of carrying into 
effect the bounty land law which passed the last 
session of Congress, I deem it my duty to make 
a short explanation in relation to some facts which 
have been brought before this House in relation to 
the proceedings of that committee. I will now 
proceed to give a short history of what has taken 
place in the transactions of that committee, and to 
make some statements in relation to the matter. 
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were lost. The committee then decided that they 
could best accomplish the object of that bounty 


| land law by extending to those persons the same 


rule which now applies under the pension laws to 


| old revolutionary soldiers. 


| 


There was also another consideration to which 
the attention of the committee was directed, with 


| regard to widows. The Secretary of the Interior, 


If I am not much mistaken, several gentlemen | 


on this floor do not well understand the provisions 
as well as the object of this bill. 

The first inquiry the committee made was, what 
force does the Secretary of the Interior need to 
carry into effect the provisions of thislaw? Gen- 
tlemen connected with the business were broucht 
forward, and testified under oath as to how much 
force was necessary in the shape of clerks. I-am 
sorry that testimony has not been printed. After 
a critical examination, and ascertaining the amount 
of force which would be required to carry into effect 
the provisions of this bill, the conclusion we arrived 
at was, that thirty-seven additional clerks were in- 
dispensably necessary. This was the opinion of 
gentlemen of experience connected with that bu- 
reau. The committee believed them and reported 
accordingly. 

The committee next deemed it their duty to take 
into consideration the printed form that the Secre- 
tary of the Interior had published as a guide for 
persons filing declarations for bounty land. The 
committee have ascertained by actual observation 
that the roll and records of soldiers who served 
under General Wayne and others were lost, or a 
part of them. When the committee discovered, 
in the printed forms of the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior, that when the rolls and records did not estab- 
lish the fact that the persons applying for bounty 
had served as soldiers, they were required to 
prove the fact by two witnesses,—that being the 
case, the committee, after inquiring into the mat- 
ter, thought that in a large portion of cases those 


| who served under General Wayne and others 
_would be excluded from the benefits of this act, 
| for it would be impossible for an old soldier to 


rove by two witnesses a service which was per- 
ormed sixty or seventy years ago;—this was 


regarded, on the part of the select committee, as a || 


virtual exclusion of that class of persons from the 
benefits of the bounty land act where the records 


in his printed form, had required record evidence 
of the fact of marriage, only admitting a less grade 
of proof upon the condition that there was no 
record evidence. 

Being aware that in my own State, (Tennessee, ) 
up to a given period the clerk of the county court 
did not keep a record of the marriages, coupled 
with the fact that a large portion of the persons in 
the State of Tennessee were originally from North 
Carolina,where, if the records existed, the persons 
concerned would have great diffieulty in obtaining 
them, the committee therefore decided—what? 
They decided that in a case of death in any county 
of a soldier, and the widow had applied to a court 
of record and had obtained dower, or had had her 
right in the distribution of the estate established, 
the record of that fact, certified by the clerk of the 
county court, should be conclusive evidence of her 
marriage, and that when such evidence was pro- 
duced she should be entitled to the benefit of the 
bounty land. This, sir, | understand to be the 
decision of the committee in relation to carrying 
out the objects of the bounty land bill; and although 
it is a departure from former precedents, still it 
is sufficiently guarded. 

Mr. HALL was understood to ask the gentle- 
man from Tennessee [Mr. WiiiiaMs] to explain 
the third section. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. This bill was then drawn 
up by the chairman of that select committee. Af- 
ter it had been drawn the chairman of that com- 
mittee addressed a letter to the Se retary of the 
Interior, stating that he had sent to him the bill 
containing, substantially, what had been deter- 
mined by the majority of the committee. 

The Secretary of the Interior, acting upon that 
information, referred to the proper clerk the bill 
as sent to him by the chairman of the select com- 
mittee. After due examination, the Secretary of 
the Interior, believing the third section was loosely 
drawn up, advised the clerk to whom the Seere tary 
referred the bill, to word the third section so as to 
make it conform with the printed form issued by 
the Department. The section, as the chairman of 
the select committee had originally drawn it, is as 
follows: 

Sec. 3. And he it further enacted, That in all cases 
where a widow or a minor child or children are provided 
for by the aforesaid act of the 28th of September, 1850, 
‘granting bounty land to certain officers and soldiers who 
have been engaged in the military service of the United 
States,’ the certificate of a clerk of any court of record, as 
to widowhood, or the minority of a child or children, (as 
the case may be,) shall be deemed sufficient to establish the 
same. 

When the bill, draughted by the chairman of the 
committee, was sent to the Seer: tary of the Inte- 
rior, and was read by him, this section struck him 
as not well guarded. He then directed, as before 
stated, the clerk to take the notes appended to the 
printed forms, and to new model the third section of 
the billso as to come up to the views of the commit- 
tee. It is true, the chairman of the committee re 
quested the Secretary of the Interior to draw a bill 

Acca meethis views. That was notintended to 
be done on the part of the Secretary of the Interior, 
but, on the contrary, the simple agency he per- 
formed in the matter was to guard the third sec- 
tion of this bill without departing from the views 
of the committee. 

I make this statement, because my friend the 
chairman of the committee, when the bill was in- 
troduced by him, stated that the Secretary of the 
Interior had drawn it up and was responsible for 
it. I do not understand that the Secretary of the 
Interior is responsible for the bill, but that he sim- 
ply gave to it the provisions which would be the 
cuard that the law needed; so that it could not 
have been, in my opinion, properly chargeable to 
the Secretary of the Interior as his production. 

Mr. ROBINSON. I did not intend to make any 
charge. I think the bill was drawn up right. I 
only stated that it was drawn up by the Secretary, 
in reply to the d@Bjection that it was inconsistent 
with itself. I do not believe there is any incon- 
sistency in it, and I believe itis quite right. I had 
a personal conversation with the Secretary of the 
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Interior, and he told me that the committee had 
decided upon requesting him to draw up that very 
section. And the section was, I think, drawn up 
and sent to me with this letter, which I wish to 
read to the House: 


D&PARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
December %, 1850. 


fin: In compliance with the request contained in your 
letter of the 24th instant, F have examined the draught of 
the bill, therewith sent, to insure the prompt execution of 
the act of 28th September, 1850; and | now return it with 
another draught, imbodying the modifications which strike 
me as being proper and judicious. 

iam confident that one principle superintendent will not 
be sufficient; but, at the same time, I think it impolitic to 
lessen the responsibility by dividing it between two; and 


The uniform practice of the Government should not, in my 


opinion, be too readily changed by a mere executive officer. 
It would substitute his arbitrary opinion and will in the 
place of law and established precedent, and tend largely to 
augment the power of the executive department. 

or these reasons, amongst many, which it is unneces- 
sary to state in detail, [ think it would probably be best for 
the legislative department to make the necessary changes 
in the modes of proof, That department can prescribe such 
limitations and restrictions as it may think proper to avoid 


| the danger of having the action, in reference to the act of 


1850, urade a precedent in cases arising under other laws. 
It will afford me great pleasure to render any assistance 


|, in my place to the committee in carrying into effect their 
|, kind and beneficent purposes. 


to avoid this I propose that the principal officer shall have | 


an assistant, ata salary of #1,400 per annum. 

I propose #1,600 instead of $1,700 as the salary of the 
principal, because [ think that proportionate to the duties 
to he performed, 

For the third section I have substituted a new one, which 
I think contains all the legal provisions necessary for sim- 
plifying the mode of proving the facts required by the law 
tw be established. 

The nature and time of the service provided for by the 
act of 28th September, 1850, render necessary the proposed 
relations of the usual mode of proof; but the same reasons 
do not so much apply to former bounty land or pension laws, 
and i therefore propose the proviso, in order to guard against 
any infringement of existing rules and regulations under 
previous laws, by which the fixed practice of the Govern- 
mentin a vast number of cases already settled, might be 
disturbed. 

I ain, sir, very respectfully, your obedient servant, 

ALEX. H. H. STUART, Secretary. 

Hon. Joun L. Rontnson, House of Representatives. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Iam aware of the exist- 
ence of the letter read by the gentleman. I simply 
intended to state that the Secretary of the Interior, 
the third section being altered or changed, was not 
responsible for the same. It was the child of the 
committee, and the Secretary of the Interior was 
acting in obedience to what he considered to be the 
will of the committee, for it would have been worse 
than idle for the Secretary of the Interior, after 
the bill was drawn, and sent to him as containing 
the views of the committee, to have submitted a 
totally different one, imbodying his own views. 
That is the point which [ wish the gentleman to 
bear in mind when making his objections—that 
the committee are responsible for this bill, and that 
if there is anything wrong or ridiculous in it, it is 


not the fault of the Secretary of the Interior, but 
it is the fault of the select committee, in my judg- 
ment. in 

Mr. ROBINSON. 
sponsible for the substance of the bill. 
to repel the idea that the section was ridiculously 
drawn, and I stated that the committee had made 


I think the committee is re- 
T wished 


the section less stringent than the Secretary 
thought prudent; therefore that thé committee had 
so changed it as to make it more stringent in its 
effect. tle only was responsible for this greater 
stringency. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Iam not making a charge 
against any one, Mr. Speaker. 
saw the bill until it was presented to this House, 
I am willing®to take my share of the responsi- 
bility if it is wrong. 

I believe it to be right. In justice to the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, I wish the letter sent by him 
to the committee to be read. The simple object I 


I am, very respectfully, sir, your obedient servant, 
ALEX. H. H. STUART, Secretary. 


Hon. Jno. L. Ropinson, Chairman, §c., House of Repre- 


sentatives. 
This letter shows that the Secretary of the In- 


| terior was not only solicitous, but anxious to aid 
| the committee in carrying out the objects and pur- 


por of the last session of Congress in passing the 
younty land law. I will now say, that the forms 


| published by the Secretary of the Interior came 
| very gear what is required by this third section: 


Although IT never | 


| of such record should be forwarded if possible. 


‘This declaration must be accompanied by satisfactory 
proof of the marriage, and of the husband’s death. If there 
is any public record of the marriage, a duly certified copy 
If there is 
no public record of the marriage, but a private or family 
record, such family record, or a certified copy of the same, 
should be forwarded, with the affidavit of some disinterested 


| person, proving the genuineness of the original, and that the 


copy certified is a true and correct copy of it. Ifno public 
or private record of the marriage exists, or can be proeured, 
that fact should be set forth in the declaration ; and in such 
case, other evidence, such as the testimony of persons who 
knew the parties in the lifetime of the husband, and knew 


them to live together as husband and wife, and to be so re- | 


puted, will be admissible.”’ 
The simple object I had in view in wighing to 
change the nature of the proof required is this: You 


| first have to testify, if the forms of the Secretary 


of the Interior are complied with, that there 1s 
no such record. 
in any State, if information of the fact is upon 
record, then, sir, she would have been compelled 
to procure that record, evidence of a less grade 
being inadmissible if there was record evidence. 
I do not desire to cause her that trouble. j 
opinion this third section that is contained in this 
bill does all that is necessary to guard your public 
lands from fraud. I will read the entire section, 
and comment upon it, and see if it is not all that 
is necessary. 

Sec. 3. 
where the military service provided for by the act of twen- 
ty-eighth September, eighteen hundred and fifty, cannot be 


verified by the muster rolls, it may be established under || 
such rules and regulations as the Secretary of the Interior | 


may prescribe, by the testimony of two or more credible 
persons as to the respectability of the applicant, and the 


| general belief and tradition of such service having been per- 
| formed. 


That where, in the case of the claim ot a widow 
of a deceased officer or soldier, no public or private record 
of the marriage exists, or can be readily procured in the 
county where the party resides, the fact of the marriage 
may be established by the testimony of two or more respect- 
able persons, that the parties lived together as man and 


| wife, and were so reputed to be, and that a certificase under | 


seal, from the clerk of any probate court, or court of record, 
shall be deemed sufficient to establish the fact of widow- 
hood and of heirship: Provided, That the provisions of 


change in the requirements of the rules and regulations 


| now in force under previous bounty land or pension laws. 


have in view is to do the Secretary of the Interior | 
justice, and place his conduct in regard to this 


matter in the appropriate light. 

The letter of which the following is a copy was 
then read by the Cierk: 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
December 20, 1850. 

Srr: | have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your 
letter of yesterday, suggesting certain modifications of the 
formas prescribed for the applicants for the benefit of the 
bounty land act, passed September 28, 1850. I have re- 
ferred your letter to the Commissioner of Pensions, with 
instructions to report at the earliest practicable moment, 
how far it is proper in his opinion to adopt the suggestions 
of the committee. The forms referred to, were prepared 
under general instructions to make them as liberal as possi- 
ble, without exposing the Government to too much danger 
from fraud and perjury. When they were laid before me, 
for my approval, | made several modifications tending to 
facilitate the atithentication of claims, and [ should have 
made others if I had deemed it proper to depart from the 
established usages of the Government in regard to all other 
bounty land laws. 


Any very important change in these | 


usages, (which haye grown to have the authority of law, | 


and have been in some instances, I believe, recognized by 
the courts,) will be attended with much hazard to the public 
Treasury. If, for example, a new mode of proving service or 
marriage be adopted in regard to the bounty land law of 1850, 
it may be well to consider how far it ypuld be possible for 
this Department to exclude the same kind of proof in other 
CASES, 
jected claims from the foundation of the Government, and 
to let loose upon the Treasury myriads of hungry claimants. 


is had upon the estate. 


I shall 


Perhaps there is one defect in the bill. 


propose to amend the bill,so that the soldier shall | 


make oath, setting forth in his declaration the time 
of service, battles, and everything in relation to 
his service. He must also make oath that he can- 
not prove these things by two living witnesses, 


and then it will bring him precisely within the |! t ‘ B~ . nd 
peal to him on this floor, to say if the Secretary 


provisions of the act under which thousands of 
pensioners are drawing their annual pensions from 
the Government. 

It is known to every gentleman upon this floor, 
that whenever any person dies, administration 
In some of the States the 
estate is distributed in two years, in others in a 
year, between the widow and the heirs. What 


better proof could this House want, than for the | 


clerk of the county court to certify that this man 


of the deceased? It is as good testimony as could 


| be wanted. 


The consequence might be to unsettle all the re~ | 


‘) 
it 


In many of the States the record could not be | 


procured. I apprehend that in North Carolina, 
and Virginia, perhaps, marriages are not recorded. 
If they are recorded, it is doubtless of recent 
date. “They are not recorded in Pennsylvania. 
The mode of proof proposed by the committee 


| simplifies the proof, makes it more easy to be ol 


If, then, a widow is married | 


In my || 
| the Departments to read newspapers in their rooms 
| too long after the business hours have commenced. 


| been informed, they have 
|| well as the clerks in other Departments. Mr. 
| Heath, the Commissioner of Pensions, stated, in 
| relation to the clerks in that Department, that they 


“And be it further enacted, That in all cases | 


. . )- 
tained, and it as clearly establishes the fact of 


| Marriage. 


Take now an illustration. The position taken 
there I maintain to be right, according to the re- 
quirements of your Departments: in order to pro- 


| cure pensions for a person who had served over 


two years in the regular service, if the record of 


| your Department did not show that he had served, 
it required the testimony of two witnesses. A 


case was rejected by the committee at the last ses- 


| sion of Congress. I refer to a case where a reyo- 


lutionary soldier had served, and proved it by one 


| living witness; but, sir, under the arbitrary rule 
|| of the Department (for I suppose it has been from 


custom alone for the Department to require two 


| witnesses) the soldier, in that case, was denied 
| his claim. 
| were not lost, but from some unaccountable cause 


The rolls were not lost, the records 


his name was not found. 
Mr. HALL inquired if it was designed by the 


| committee that the rolls should be disputed by 
| testimony, or was it the intention of the commit- 
| tee to substitute that kind of proof, when the rolls 


were lost? 


Mr. WILLIAMS. 


As I understood it, this 


kind of proof was only intended for the case of 


lost muster rolls. 
Sir, the simple object I had in view in address- 


| ing the House, was for the purpose of endeavor- 
| ing to show that this third section was proper, 
| but lam willing that slight amendments should 
| be made. 
‘committee [Mr. Ropinson] states that clerks in 
| the Pension Office, in the opinion of the commit- 
| tee, did not do as much work as they ought to have 
| done. 


The report by the chairman of the 


I arrived at the conclusion by visiting 
them myself, and by visiting various departments 


| in the Government. 


I do not intend to censure the clerks in that De- 


| partment, nor do I wish to convey the idea that 


the clerks in the Pension Office did Jess work than 
the clerks in any other Department. On the con- 
trary, I believe it is the custom for the clerks in all 


I feel perfectly willing to say, that as far as I have 
erforméd their duties as 


have labored extremely well. Iam of the opin- 
ion, from what I can learn, that the clerks in any 
of the Departments do not perform as large amount 
of labor as could reasonably be expected of them. 
3ut I take this occasion to state, that I believe the 
clerks in the Pension Department are worthy of 
no more censure than the clerks in any other De- 
partment. 

These are the facts in relation to this matter. My 


' friend, in his speech, stated that no land warrants 
| had issued, and inquired what these clerks have 


been about—what they havebeen doing? Does 


coe | : y issue bes 
this section shall not be considered as authorizing any | the fact that no warrants had issued form the best 


evidence that they were not at work—that they 
were doing little or nothing? They have the work 
to prepare, to mark, record, and index, and get 
ready. They could have been as busily employed 
before warrants were issued, in taking preparatory 


i] oo as since they have been. My friend intimates 


in his remarks that there was, perhaps, a feeling 


| to throw obstacles in the way of carrying this law 


into effect; but he does not charge it. Now, I ap- 


of the Interior has not on every occasion mani- 


| fested the greatest anxiety and solicitude to carry 


out this law? He has furnished us with testimony; 


| he has furnished us every facility for carrying on 
| the investigation,and everything with willingness. 


Mr. ROBINSON, (interrupting.) I stated in 
my report that the Secretary of the Interior had 
performed his duties well, but I cannot say as 


; ) | much for the Commissioner of Pensions. I stated 
had died, and that his widow had prosecnted her | 
claim for dower and distribution, and that she had | 
established in a court of record her right as widow | 


that the clerks in the Interior Department had 
performed their duty well, but I cannot say as 
much for the clerks in the Pension Office. The 


Commissioner of Pensions showed no solicitude, 


no ambition, in reference to his duties.* . 
Mr. WILLIAMS. I cannot say anything as 
to the head of the Pension bureau. I had no inter- 


| course or conversation with him upon this subject; 


but in justice to Mr. Heath I will say, that in all 


*See note of Mr. Ropinson, page 264. 
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my intercourse with him upon other business, he | 
has been polite, attentive, and prompt. As far as | 
the committee could judge by the clerks that 
appeared before them, they appeared anxious to 
fulfill all their duties. I anr satisfied that this is a 
contest about nothing. It does not amount to , 
anything whatever. 

{t is also true that one of my colleagues upon | 
the select committee, the gentleman from Ohio, | 
‘Mr. Mitver,} seems to be of the opinion that the 
Secretary of the Interior had been guilty of an out- 
rage in having appointed, without the authority of 


|| fidelity and promptness the duties of his office. 





In | 
opposition to that, I will state that in all my inter- 
course with him, and in my conversation with | 
him, that he has manifested the utmost desire for 
the prompt and efficient discharge of the duties 
which devolved upon him. I can speak from | 
long experience, when I say that he is a most 
faithful and efficient officer, at least upon another 
theatre, for he had acted for thirty years as the | 
first auditor of the State of Virginia, in which he | 
resided. I will venture to say, that although he 
| has been exiled from public service in that State, | 
law, a whole list of clerks. Why, the gentleman || there is not a representative upon this floor from | 
from Ohio knows full well that i this law was || that State, who will not bear cheerful and honora- 
passed the 28th of September, it was passed with- || ble testimony to his faithfulness and ability, and | 
out making any provision for any additional force || his popularity also among the citizens of both par- 
to the Interior Department for the purpose of car- || ties in the Commonwealth of Virginia. He has 
rying out the provisions of that law. More than || been in office here hardly a month before an at- 
fifty membersof Congress, myselfamong the num- || tack is made upon him by the chairman of this 
ber, and 1 do not know how many more, applied || committee. I think it is my duty, as a Represent- 
to the Secretary of the Interior as soon as we came | ative from Virginia, knowing him as I do, and | 
here to appoint the requisite number of clerks for || knowing his disposition, that | should repel, in 
carrying the law into effect. I understand the Sec- || proper terms, the charges made against him, for 
retary of the Interior appointed the clerks under | | believe that he will be found one of the most ef- | 
a special request of the Commissioner of Pensions. || ficient, as he is unquestionably one of the most | 
How could this law have been carried into effect |} courteous, officers of the Government. The testi- | 
unless the Secretary of the Interior had pursued || mony which I cheerfully bear in this matter, I 
this course? Had I been at the head of that bu- || give asa set-off to the charge of the gentleman 
reau, and the Congress of the United States had || from Indiana. 

passed such a law, I should have assumed the re- | Mr. MARSHALL. Itis well known here and | 
sponsibility of carrying that law into effect, with- || before the country that I was an ardent advocate 
out considering myself as usurping any power || of the ‘‘ bounty land bill’’—that I exerted myself | 
that did not belong to me. The objectsof thelaw | to procure its passage. Noone has been more 
have been carried into effect by the Secretary of || mortified than I at the obstructions which unfor- 
the Interior in the only manner it could have been || tunate constructions by the administrative officers | 
done, and it seems to me the House are bound to |/ have thrown in the way of its proper execution. 
legalize the acts of the Secretary of the Interior. |; That law was designed by Congress as a public 


‘ Why, as soon as Congress was assembled, the || benefaction—a testimonial to the surviving soldiers | 
chairman of this committee introduced a resolu- || of our various wars, of the grateful appreciation 
‘ tion to appoint a select committee, to inquire | by the country of their glorious services and their | 
what force additional was required to give effect || honorable scars. There is nothing within the 
to the law, thereby admitting the necessity of an || bounds of propriety and reason that I would not 
additional clerical force. To blame the Secretary of || do now to give efficiency to the execution of this | 
the Interior under such circumstances, is unjust. | law in the sense in which it was intended by its , 
Mr. W. inquired if it was in order to offer an || framers; for 1 am anxious to send the little dona- 
amendment to the bill? }| tion of land which it provides, to gladden the | 
: The SPEAKER said that it was not.in order, || heart of the poor soldier or to stimulate the sense 
; there being a mofion pending; but that it could || of pride of him who, not needing its benefit, ac- 
be entertained by unanimous consent. ‘ | cepts it as the index by which his country points 
Mr. WILLIAMS said that it was his intention || to his patriotic efforts in her behalf. 
to offer an amendment to this bill, if it could be |; But, Mr. Speaker, 1 cannot support this bill 
, ;_ es peers Pl 
entertained. e ; || with my vote. It is no more or less than a prop- | 
The SPEAKER said that an amendment could || osition to saddle upon the Treasury sixty-one ad- 
not be entertained except by general consent. || ditional clerks, at an annual increase of the public 
Mr. WILLIAMS said he would waive it. \| expense of $65,000, without limit as to the time | 
, “ Mr. MORTON. Mr. Speaker, I do not rise || for which this force shall be employed. The prop- | 
for the purpose of making a speech, but I deem it || osition rests upon the assertion of its necessity by 
my duty, asa Representative from Virginia, to bear | the executive bureaus charged with the execution 
my testimony to the fidelity and faithfulness of || of the bounty land laws. It is not the first time 
the head of this Pension bureau, that he has exe- || in my brief public career, that I have heard the 
cuted these laws with as much fidelity and dis- || same plea from the same quarter. I remember | 
patch as possible. I do not think it necessary, || well that during the last session, when some com- 
) after the disclaimer of the chairman of the com- || plaint was made of the tardiness which marked 
| mittee in reference to the Secretary of the Interior, || the dispatch of the business referred to the bureau 
to say one word in his defence. He acknowledges, | of the Third Auditor, especially in that class of | 
as far as the Secretary of the Interior is concerned, || business which related to soldiers’ claims for lost | 
that he has manifested every disposition to exe- | horses and lost or abandoned property while 
cute the business of that Department with as much '| in military service, this necessity an increase of 
disp i i s ~e ine > ¢ vas § sly 
| —_ atch as —- oun serene - the Cam, the ag ae nin or Ww as meseneres 
ssioner of Pensions,-however, the chairman of || urged. We were told that this increment, addec 
1 that committee has not been satified with the charge || to the existing force of the bureau, would enable 
that is contained in the report of that committee, || the bureau to dispatch its current business and | 
(to which he has given an extensive circulation,) || to bring up all arrears. We administered the pre- 
but he has reflected himself, in very strong terms, || scription according to the order, but I have not 
. upon the fidelity and faithfulness of that officer; || discovered any effect produced. The patient has 
' and he has reiterated, in the presence of this || been in a ‘‘comatose state’’ ever since, and I 
: House, those charges. I can only say, that as || fear there is no prospect of improvement. The 
far as the testimony of that gentleman can go to || claimants for ‘‘lost horses” are in very many 
, bear upon the country, I will leave to each and || cases my own constituents, or young men who 
every member of the House to judge. | were in the field during the war under my com- 
| I will, however, in addition to that, give my | mand. They write to me, consequently, com- 
rasan. eseienony mee of Lary copter. l plaipsng of Don Seny ; he scenaieetion af Spais 
and conversed with hi | . t : S dec ** lost-horse 
| upon the business of the b I Sine cenat? ea eitiie tenn saode & 7 
Pp siness of the bureau, and I will ven- || case” since the addition was made to the clerical 
. = ie say, pa there is fv at the an | force, it has not been my good fortune to know 
e ny bureau in the service of the Gove ' 
ae } Geet os ernment, who || the fact or to hear of it. do not mean to inti- | 
; 8 more anxious to discharge the duties of his of- || mate, Mr. Speaker, that the force is unemployed, | 
fice with fidelity and promptness. 1 do say, sir, but I do mean to say that the instance proves that 
: ’ that if he has been deficient in courtesy to thegen- || the multiplication of force by no means argues a 
, tleman, it is an exception to the general rulewhich || corresponding dispatch in the transaction of the | 
; has always characterized his conduct hitherto in || public business. The gentleman from Virginia 
l all his public relations. The gentleman has reit- || [Mr, Morton] passed a beautiful eulogy upon 
: erated in the presence of this House, that he has the character and services of the Head of the Pen- | 
manifested a disposition not to discharge with || sion Office—his own fellow-citizen—which seemed | 





‘command admiration in private life. 
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to be demanded by some strictures upon that of- 
ficial. Sir, lam not here to discuss the characters 
of these officers—I dare say they “are all hon- 
orable men;’’ but lam speaking to the fact. that 
their bureaus are laboring under such imertia that 
the business which goes in there is likely to pass 
**to that bourn whence no traveler returns,’’ I 
have been reluctantly compelled to look upon the 
Third Auditor’s office as a sort of Cerbonian bog, 
in which, when a claim is once ingulfed, it is a 
miracle if ever it shall be extricated. 

There are, in the transaction of public business, 
requisite other qualifications than those which 
And, while 
both the Third Auditor and the Commissioner of 
Pensions, and Secretary of the Interior, and many 
of their clerks, it may be a majority, hail from 
the good old ‘* Mother of States,’’ and are all ad- 
mitted to be clever, honorable, and intelligent gen- 
tlemen, that fact neither accounts for nor justifies 
the delay which has occurred in the transaction of 
the business springing out of the ‘‘bownty land 
law.’’ 

Sir, what has become of the clerical force em- 
ployed in issuing bounty land warrants to soldiers 
who were engaged in the Mexican war? Why is 
not this sufficient, when properly applied, to man- 
age most of the cases arising under the law of 
1850? Let us look a moment into the manner of 
conducting the business. A soldier presents his 
claim at the Pension Office, stating therein his com- 
pany, regiment, length of service and identity of 
person, and producing his discharge, if he has it, or 
the depositions of two witnesses to his service if he 
has lost the discharge. We will say he isa Ken- 
tucky soldier, forexample. His papers are exam- 
ined first at the Pension Office as to iv, If his 
declaration is made up correctly, and the oath of 
identity 1s sufficient, the case then passes to the 
Third Auditor’s office, a quarter of a mile district, 
that the deciaration of the soldier may be compared 
with or verified by the company roll on record there. 
The Third Auditor sends it down to the clerk hav- 
ing charge of the Kentucky rolls, who looks into 
declaration for the regiment and company, and then 
takes the rolls from the archives and institutes the 
comparison. If he finds the soldier’s name on 
record, then I understand the case is referred to 
the Paymaster’s rolls, to institute another compari- 
son as to the number of times that soldier has 
been paid at muster, by way of surety as to the 
duration @f his service. Should his case pass these 
eXaminations, then it returns to the Pension Of- 
fice, where the claim is registered; and thence it 

vasses to the office of the Commissioner of Public 
ES who, in turn, sends it toa registering clerk, 
and then to one who fills up land warrants; and 
thence it passes to the claimant, and is ready for 
him to locate upon public lands, subject to private 
entry. When located, the returns are again made 
to the Commissioner of the Land Office, with 
range, township, district, quarter section, &c.,&c., 
all indorsed on the warrants, and if its escapes a 
caveat, mistakes, loss, &c., &c., it may turn out 
a patent, and after going through the hands of the 
President’s ‘‘ signing Secretary,’’ reaches, after 
years of toil, the hands of the fortunate claimant. 
This is a rough sketch of the adventures of a land 
claim. Now, we have in the Third Auditor's of 
fice but one set of these rolls, and, of course, but 
one clerk can examine the roll, and if others desire 
to examine they must wait their turn. You will 
see, sir, this is a most tedious process; and no mat- 
ter how you multiply the clerks, so long as you 
have not a multiplication of rolls, the obstruction 
must remain which impedes the discharge of the 
business. In many a case now on file, the soldier 
has stated his servite from recollection; does not 
remember the number of his regiment, or the ex- 
act name of his Colonel. He desires to know, 
in advance, whether his name is enrolled, for, 
** good easy soul,’’ he says, his discharge is lost. 
That soldier cannot have the examination made, 
lest, forsooth, a fraudulent claim may spring up. 
‘*The Government does not furmsh evidence 
against itself,’’ quoth the Chief of the Bureau. 
Sir, | want to put an end to all this, It is a furce. 
There is not a revolutionary claim of any kind to 
which some agent or speculator. out of doors has 
not by one means or another had access, and this 
class of persons gave fattened constantly om the 
ignorance of honest claimants, or have made gaia 
by affording them information, from the Govern- 
ment archives, which neither they nor their Repre- 
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ment. My observation is general, but no doubt 
the history of the Pension Office would bring hun- 
dreds of instances to corroborate the correctness 
of my remark. Let us not commence the admin- 
istration of the bounty land law by allowing a 
repetition of these practices. Sir, throw open the 
doors—let the light among the people. It was the 
intent of Congress to give to every soldier his land 
bounty. Why shall we spread this bounty before 
his gaze, and then hide from the old veteran the 
evidence of his title to that bounty which our own 
offices contain? Why put him to the trouble of 
prove the facts we already know? Why send 
iim away empty-handed from our doors, when, 
by a moment’s reference to our books, we could 
secure his claim? I repeat, Mr. Speaker, that in- 
stead of spending this money to feed a corps of 
clerks who may be called up here from all quar- 
ters of the country, let us spend the money in pub- 
lishing in every State the rolls of the companies 
from such State, which are recorded here, that the 


people may learn whether or not we have the | 


names of those entitled to the benefits of this law. 
Unless you multiply the rolls you may add ad 
infinitum to the clerks, without expediting the ex- 
ecution of the law. Gentlemen say this publica- 
tion would involve an enormous cost. There are 
not more than half a million of names 

A Voice: 676,000 on the rolls. 

Mr. MARSHALL. 
number enrolled in all the wars; but we do not 
want the soldiers of the Mexican war, or those 
who have drawn bounty land in the war of 1812, 
nor the revolutionary records. But even suppose 
that six hundred and seventy-six thousand names 
are required to be printed, and that you pay a 
printer two cents per name, or even three cents, 
you dispense this information to every State and 
through every hamlet in each State for twenty 
thousand dollars—less than one third of the amount 
you propose to pay to a corps of clerks for ma- 
king examinations of the same rolls for a single 
year. I have already indicated my determina- 
tion to offer an amendment to this bill, dispensing 
with the greater part of these clerks, and author- 
izing the publication referred to. If we pass this 
bill as itis, we shall not finish the examinations 
of those rolls while a man among us remains in 
public life. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I would like to know of 
my friend from Kentucky, if it would be his wish 
to have the whole business suspended until the 
rolls should be published and copies sent off? 
How long would it take, and how many clerks 
would it require ? 

Mr. MARSHALL. I would reply to the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee, by asking him if he does 
not expect the rolls tobe copied? Does he expect 
this corps of sixty-one additional clerks to exam- 
ine the original rolls? When aroll is once copied, 
for Kentucky, how long would it take to multiply 
that roll to any extent desired by printing it? The 
entire impression would not cost half of the wages 
ofone copyist! 

Mr. HAYMOND. I understand that there 
are monthly rolls of each company, and that the 
muster rolls of each company are separate and 
distinct. The rolls of each State are separate and 
distinct, so that one clerk can be employed to un- 


derstand it, and there need not be an increase of | 


clerks in order to examine the muster rolls. I 
understand that a great number of the declarations 
do not pass to the Third Auditor's office at all— 
those where the original discharge accompanies 
the declaration—and a large number of clerks can 
be profitably employed upon this class. 

Mr. MARSHALL. My friend from Wheeling 


does not quite understand this matter of the rolls. | 


The monthly rolls he alludes to are pay rolls—a 
very poor index by which to determine facts—and 
the other rolls are the muster-rolls, upon which the 
soldier was mustered into and out of the service. 
There can be no propriety -in enforcing the ex- 
amination of the pay-rolls, to determine the dura- 
tion of the service. A man may not be present at 
a pay-muster. “He may have been detached, or 
in hospital, or in captivity, as well as discharged. 
The muster-roll by which he went into service, 
and the mugter-roll by which he went out, are the 
only impertant rolls. As to the g@ractice of having 
no examination when the discharge accompanies 
the declaration, all I have to say is, that they 
must be uncommonly smart who can determine 


That includes the whole | 


| to the battle of the Rapids, aad in the prece 








| equal to the results achieved ? } 
| last Tuesday, I understand that though forty 





the genuineness of a signatiire to a discharge, by 
seeing the name of “AB. Captain,’’ to a printed 
piece of paper. If the presentation of such a 
paper is to dispense with an examination of the 


| roll, the result may be very easily foretold. Bounty 
land claims will be as long-lived as the old military | 


land warrants. Publish the rolls, let men prove 
their identity and produce their discharge, or 


| prove their service and character, and this is 
| enough. You will in addition havea great number 
of cases where there are no rolls—no discharges— | 
and this must especially be the case among those || 


glorious old men who followed General — 
1 


ng 


campaigns. For these your rules of evidence 


| should be certain, but based at the same time upon 
the difficulty of exactness, and some indulgence | 
| for the lapse of time. 


I have already alluded to the fact, that whether 


the rolls are or are not published, their contents 
| will be known to claim agents who reside here. 
| These men will find out what the soldier cannot, 
I do not | 


and what neither you nor I can learn. 
know where the fault lies, but it is a grevious 
fault in a Government like ours. 
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Now, I want to | 
eer the rolls at once, that each man may see, 
) 


efore his application as well as afterwards, ex- | 
actly the assistance the Government archives can | 


lend in establishing his claim, and that this assist- || 


ance shall be cheerfully yielded. 
I think it probable some additional assistance 


by. What is this force engaged at? 


Besides, I 


What stops the execution of the 


law? If he has had the force since the adjourn- 


| ment of Congress, (relying upon our paying it 


with a deficiency bill,) why have not the warrants 
been issued? Is the adaptation of the force only 
Why, sir, up to 


thousand cases are lodged, not a single warrant 


forth! 


What is this force? In the Pension Office one 


| principal clerk at $1,600, one assistant at $1,400, 
| five clerks at $4 per day each, and thirty-three 


with a salary of $1,000 per annum each. ‘In the 


| Third Auditor’s office, one clerk at $1,600, one 
| assistant at $1,400, four at $1,240 each, and six- 


teen at $1,000 each. 
If this business has already had the benefit of 
the labor of these men, for some sixty days, I 


| want to see the balance sheet exhibiting the labor 





they have done, before I vote their permanent 


| employment. It is not enough for me, that I shall 
| hear the cry of *‘ necessity—more force.’’ I must 
| see some good result attained by that which has 
| been done, before I consent to go further. 


Mr. WILLIAMS. The committee came to the 


| conclusion that the additional force was absolutely 


necessary. We visited the Third Auditor’s office 
with the express purpose of finding how large a 
force of clerks was necessary. We examined and 
cross-examined the clerks upon this point under 


/ oath, and from a thorough examination reached 
| the conclusions of our report. 


Mr. MARSHALL. This ts all no doubt true, 


|} and gentlemen may be satisfied with the testi- 


3 


mony as to the *‘ absolute necessity.’’ For my- 


| self alone I have the right to speak; it does not 
| satisfy me. 
| been done—at the amount of, force employed al- 


When I look at the little that has 


ready—at that which was on hand before; when 


| IT hear the murmurs of the people that this law was 
| misconstrued at the beginning—that the circulars 


of the chief of the Interior held the word of promise 


| to the ear which induced expectation of great lib- 


| single step further until I see a chance of beneficial | 


erality and efficiency, and has come to so meagre 
a consequence thus far,—sir, [ am loth to go a 


results for every dollar I vote out of the Treasury. 
Mr. Speaker, I have been ‘‘ a looker-on”’ for 
nearly two years, and I may as well now express 
an opinion which I entertain as at any other time 
or place. The interest of the people of this country 


| may be wanted, but it yet remains to explain why || 
the clerks who have been employed on the Mexi- || out this law, and I am ready to proclaim my non- 
can land warrants cannot discharge this duty now || 


| that the press of the Mexican warrants has passed 


| understand that the Secretary of the Interior has, || 
| without authority of law, actually employed the 
| greater part of the clerks now asked for, and it || 
remains to show why, that fact being admitted, | 
| the business has not already been satisfactorily || 
| dispatched. r 





|| here to commence it. 
had been issued, and that during the few days | 


| succeeding Tuesday only eight or ten had come 


Jan. 20, 
see 
demands that there shall be a thorough reform i 
into the bureaus of these papareaiees, cad pale 
more substantial economy practised. 

Our Treasury is not too bountifu!ly supplied 
and the demands upon our resources outstrip the 


| means at our command. I will not go into any 


general considerations to-day, however, which 
traverse the legitimate bounds of this discussion 
lam willing to withhold my vote from this bill as 
it is, because I am not satisfied that the necessity 
exists for this increase of clerical force, if that 
which the law already allows were vigorously ap- 
lied to the execution of the law. Iam not will. 
| Ing to vote an additional supply for the mere pur- 
pose of swelling the departmental patronage. [t 
| will not answer to tell me that a clerk performs a 
day’s work when he fills up or examines thirty of 
these cases. Sir, he ought to fill up three hundred 
and then have leisure. There is not more writin 
in one of these warrants than upon the superscrip- 
tion of a letter with the frank of a Representative, 
The name of the applicant and his rank and com- 
pany—the quantity of land to which he is enti- 
tled—the number and date of the warrant, embrace 
all the writing in a warrant, and requires the ex- 
| ercise of no intellect—no art but penmanship. 
Let any one look at the writing in a warrant, and 
he can ea judge of the character of an em- 
loyee who thinks he has earned his salary when 
co has filled up thirty or fifty in aday! I am 
content to abide the consequence of refusing this 
great increase of force for the purpose of carrying 





acceptance of the excuse given for the delay. If 
| any responsibility shall be incurred from a failure 
| to have the law carried out according to its true 
spirit, an intelligent people will easily learn where 
| the censure should justly rest. 

Other gentlemen may vote for this measure. I 
have taken my position, and have offered these 
brief remarks merely to justify the vote I feel that 
| duty commands me to give. I am willing to aid 
| in effecting a prompt execution of the law—in le- 
'gislating for that purpose, if necessary. But | 

have a choice of means, and I prefer that course 
| which brings the facts at once to the knowledge 
| of the people interested. I am in favor of an active 

economical reform, and I am willing now and 
I am willing to stand by it 
until the executive action in every bureau shall 
satisfy me that each is engaged to the full extent 
of its capacity, when directed by an intelligent, 
industrious, and able chief. 

Mr.GORMAN. Thisisa bill to provide for the 
more prompt execution of the bounty land act, 
rome 28th September, 1850. The first section 

provides for the necessary additional clerical force 
| In the execution of the law. The second section 
| provides for their salaries, &c. I believe, sir, I 
have had as much experience in the business of 


|| this Department, during the last and present ses- 


| sions of Congress, as most members on this floor. 
| I have filed several hundred applications for bounty 
‘land for my constituents, and for the citizens of 
| my State, and I think I know much of the details 
| of this office, and whether additional force is ne- 
cessary or not. The temporary clerks provided 
| for by this bill, have been appointed without au- 
thority of law by the executive head of the De- 
partment. I am willing to allow these clerks, for 
| the purpose of facilitating the issuing of these war- 
rants to the soldiers. But, sir, [ am not willing 
that this unlawful usurpation of power shall mpen 
| into a settled custom and practice. It is a danger- 
ous precedent, and may and will lead to much evil 
‘in the administration of the Government. It 
| should stop, and stop now, and forever hereafter. 
Ido not now couiiplde that this force was not 
necessary. I do not complain that the head 
of this Department exercised this power to the 
detriment of the public service—for I believe it has 
been the practice of the heads of the several De- 
partments to pursue this course during every Ad- 
ministration for many years past. 

But the inquiry is, why have the soldiers’ war- 
rants not been issued long before this? The De- 
partment says it is because the engravers of the 
certificates could not or had not completed and 
furnished them sooner. I know that letter after 
retter has been written to the engravers, urging, In 
the most earnest manner, the speedy execution 
and delivery of them to the Department. But in 
this part of the business there has been culpable 
delay, or a total want of energy and efficiency 
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1851. 
somewhere, eitherin not having the copy for the en- 

aver sooner, or from some such cause. Whose 
fault this is, I have not been abletoascertain. But 
| return to the inquiry, whether this additional 
temporary force is necessary ? Itis only necessary 
to refer to the vast accumulation of business in 
this office, under the act granting bounty lands, 

ssed 28th September, 1850, and especially to 
ol int® the details of receiving, examining, regis- 
terifig, and issuing applications and warrants, to 
see that some additional force must be given. I 
ask the indulgence of the House, to state some of 
the details of this office in bounty land claims, 
which, I think, I can do with tolerable accuracy. 
First, they are received by the Commissioner of 
Pensions; secondly, entries are made of all cases 
separately that are filed by members of Congress. 
These entries are as follows, passing from clerk to 
clerk: First, the applicant’s name; second, his res- 
idence; third, the name of the attorney or agent; 
fourth, when received; fifth, the particular war in 
which the soldier was engaged; sixth, the length 
of service; seventh, the company, corps, and regi- 
ment in which he served; eighth, the number of 
the claim and the date of filing it. In the next 
place it goes to the enveloping clerks. In the next 
place it is sent to the Third Auditor’s office, to be 
compared with the rolls. In the next place it is 
returned to the Pension Office and examined, to 
see if there is any discrepancy in the proof and 
the rolls, and when found correct, it goes to the 
certificate clerk, who fills up the warrant, and 
then it goes to the Commissioner of Pensions for 
his final signature. This, sir, is a brief view of the 
routine of each and every bounty land claim under 
the law, and this requires clerks to dispatch busi- 
ness at each step. 

In the next place, the clerks who fill up the 
warrants have to fill up a marginal copy of the 
number, date, name, service, &c., to keep perma- 
nently on file, to be able thereafter to detect frauds 
and forgeries. So that if a clerk sends out from 
his office fifty warrants per day, he has performed 


an additional labor of fifty more, making his labor | 


per day equal to issuing one hundred. I am firmly 
convinced that more than twenty-five or thirty 
er day can, and ought to be issued. 
sostarible friend from Kentucky (Colonel Mar- 
SHALL] says he thinks ‘‘a clerk ought to fill up 
three hundred per day and then have leisure.”’ I 
can assure my friend that if he will try the exper- 
iment himself for one month, and 
hours, fill up and send out, from his Office, three 
hundred per day, he will do what no other man 
has ever done, or ever can do. I tell him, that so 
soon as the blank certificates are ready for the 
Pension Office to a sufficient amount, that the ne- 
cessary force can be put on them, they can and 
will issue three hundred per day. But, at this 


point, I must say, that a great blunder has been | 


committed in having these engravers to strike 
these plates, and put them up in books containin 

five hundred or a thousand blanks: they shoul 

have been issued in books of one or two eada. 
and then, instead of having one clerk issuing forty, 
eighty, or one hundred and sixty acre warrants, 
they might have four or five clerks engaged at the 
same time on each; and this, to my mind, shows 
great want of order, arrangement, and efficiency; 


and in this is to be found the most palpable causes of 
the unnecessary delay in this Department. The | 


head of this bureau should be a man of method 
and efficiency. If the present incumbent possesses 
these qualities, he has not yet developed them. 


This Department has not that systematic efficienc 
Ed- 


that it had under the late Commissioner, Mr. 
wards. 


that Department of the Government. 


I have risen to say, that this bureau, at this time, 


The clerks generally, so far as I know, are com- 
And to correct this delay 
in the routine of bounty land applications, all the | 
rolls, from 1790 to 1815, ought to be brought from 
the Third Auditor’s office and placed under the 


petent and industrious. 


control of the Second Auditor. 


But my | 


uring office | 


All the rolls, from July, 1815, arenow under the 
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| control of the Second Auditor; and the business of 
| that office is promptly kept up, and one clerk in 
| this office keeps up the business arising from the 
Florida war, the Creek war, and the Black Hawk 
war; and five clerks keep up all the business 
| arising out of the Mexican war, including all 


| 


or’s office, in the language of my friend from Ken- 


bog, in which, when a claim is once ingulfed, it 
is a miracle if 1t ever is extricated;’’ and my expe- 
rience fully confirms his remark. 

Then, Mr. Speaker, this change ought to be 
made, and I suggest to this House that this bill 
should make that change. The Pension Office is in 
the third story of the building opposite the Navy 
Department, while the Third Auditor’s office, in 
which all the old rolls are deposited, is in the base- 
ment of the Treasury building, m@re than a quarter 
of a mile off, so that all the certificates from the 
rolls have to be carried backwards and forwards 
between those buildings. The whole of these rolls 
ought to be in the custody of the Second Auditor 
According to the minutiw of the duties of that 
| office, they legitimately belong to him, as he has 
the pay rolls of all the offices connected with the 
army, and he ought to have charge of these rolls 
also. I am proud to bear testimony that there is 
not a man in this Government, nor ever was, in 
my belief, mere capable, more prompt, and more 
efficient than the Second Auditor of the Treasury. 

If this business were now in the possession of 
Philip Clayton, I appeal to my eeladiit, and 
gentlemen on this floor, if the business would not 
have progressed—lI Will not say how much more 
rapidly, but certainly with far greater rapidity 
than now? I would ask, would you, as now, have 
to wait sometimes for an answer three or four 
| days to questions that would be solved in forty- 
eight hours when he was at the head of its busi- 
| ness? He is an efficient man, sir; and he has 
order, system, and arrangement in everything he 
does. 

If I ask how many land warrants have been 
issued, I am told that warrants for forty acre 
tracts and one hundred and sixty acre tracts 
have been issued, but none for eighty acres, be- 
cause no engraved plates of the eighty acre war- 
| rants have come to hand. 
| very morning how many had been issued, and 
told t 
enabled to defend, and not attack, the administra- 
tion of the Department, if they had issued as many 
as I had heard, (for 1 was told between seven and 
eight hundred had been issued,) I was officially 
answered that they commenced last Tuesday, and 








tell me that the Department can be efficient ? 


needs temporarily this force of clerks. 


\| guidance. 


with him on the subject. 


marks, nor have I led him to expect them. 


his office. I will not trouble the House longer. 





| it cannot be voted on. 





| claims on the Pay Department. The Third Audit- || 


tucky, (Mr. Marsnatt,] ‘is a sort of Cerbonian | 


When I inquired this | 


hem that I asked for the purpose of being | 


| had issued one hundred and sixty-three. Will you 


I am not making these objections from political 
bias. If I know myself, no such motive actuates 
| me. Sir, the Department needs renovation. It | 
j There | 
must be system introduced; the clerks must not 
| be delayed in their work from want of a proper 
Why is it that more warrants have not | 
been issued? They say that there are as many 
'| clerks now in the Department as can be employed. 
What is myremedy? I say to this House, that if 
you want this law efficiently executed, you should 
transfer the duty, in relation to the examination | 
of the rolls, now performed in the Third Auditor’s, 
to the Second Auditor’s office, where it legitimately 
|| belongs, and then I believe you will have it done 
promptly and efficiently; and if you do, I can tell 
you that the man who does not perform his duty | 
|| promptly will hear from the Second Auditor. I 
This arises, perhaps, from the want of || have not consulted with him. 
experience. I think the present Commissioner has 
intellectual ability, and I have always found him 
highly courteous and ready to do what is required. || 
I presume no member of this House could step | 
into that bureau, and in a week or a month point | 
out with accuracy and dispatch all the details of 
I have not 


I have not spoken | 
} I have not had it sug- 
| gested to me by him that I should make these re- 
He is 
an efficient man, and if you want your work to be | 
accomplished well, you must place these old rolls in 


| Mr. THOMPSON, of Pennsylvania, who was’ | 
risen to find fault, nor to condemn unjustly. But | very indistinctly heard at the Reporter’s desk, said: 
; F , ! I do not rise for the purpose of making a speech, | 
is wonderfully deficient in system and efficiency. || but I desire the attention of the House for a mo- 
ment, to enable me to suggest what I conceive to | 
be a most important amendment to the bill. I 
hope that the gentleman who offered the Jast 
| amendment will agree to it, because if he dees not 
My amendment is this: I 
find that the Secretary of the Interior has put a 
construction upon the act in reference to the militia- 
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| men, which seems to me to do gross injustice— 

| not intentionally of course—to that class of sol- 

| diers. I send the decision of the Secretary of the 
a gg to the Clerk’s desk, and ask that it may be 
read. 


The Crier read the following: 


DEPARTMENT? OF THE INTERIOR, 
Wasuineron, December 7, 1850. 

Str: Your favor of the 6th instant, inclosing a letter from 
Hen®y C. Johnson, Esq., inquiring ‘if the militia called 
into service by a State, for the protection of its frontier, are 
entitled to the benefits of the act of September 98, 1850, 
granting bounty lands,’’? has been received. I have the 
honor to inform you, that under the construction of the act, 
by this Department, those only who have been actually en- 
gaged in the service of the United States are entitled to its 
benefits, and not those engaged in the service of an individ- 
ual State. 

I am, very respectfully, your obedient servant, 

ALEX. H. H. STUART, Secretary. 

Hon. Joun W. Howe, House of Representatives. 

Mr. THOMPSON, (in continuation.) My ob- 
ject in bringing this matter to the attention of the 
House, is to see if it be possible so to amend the 
bill as to prevent this injustice. In the western 

| part of the State which I have the honor in part 

| to represent, there were numbers of troons who 
were called out by order of the Executive of the 
State, to defend the frontier, and who served some 
one month and some two months, but were dis- 

\| missed before they were regularly mustered into 
the service of the United States Government. 
Now, if they served on the frontier, defending it 

| against the enemies of the country for one or for 
two months, they are entitled to the same consid- 
eration as those who were regularly in the service 
of the United States. 

1 send to the Chair the amendment which I wish 
to see made in the bill, and I will ask the gentle- 
man who offered the last amendment to accept it 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, §c., That the act of the 28th of September, 
A. D. 1850, entitled “An act granting bounty lands to certain 
officers and soldiers who have been engaged in the military 
service of the United States,’’ shall not be construed to 
deprive militia men called into service by State authority 
from the benefit of said act, in States where troops were 
atany time mustered into the service of the United States 
during the war of 1812 with Great Britain, and whose terre 
of service shall have been equal to the terms of service 
provided for by said act, as entitles the applicant under said 
act to bounty land. 

Mr. THOMPSON was about to resume his re- 
marks, but yielded the floor to 

Mr. CROWELL, who moved that the House 
do now adjourn. 

The motion to adjourn was withdrawn to enable 

Mr. ROBINSON to suggest to those members 
|| who were desirous of amending the bill that it 
| would be better to set apart a day for its consider- 

ation, and make it the special order for that day. 
It was obviously necessary that this bill should 
be passed, and passed immediately, and if it was 
thrown over to-day it would never be got up again. 
He would move to make the bill the special order 
for Wednesday next. 

The SPEAKER statetl that the motion could 
only be entertained by general consent. 

Several Memsers objected. 

Mr. ROBINSON moved to suspend the rules. 
The SPEAKER said that that could not be done, 
as the House was now acting under \ suspension 
of the rules. 

Mr. CROWELL moved an adjournment. 

Mr. ROBINSON called for the yeas and nays; 
but they were not ordered. 

The question being taken by division on the 
|| motion to adjourn, it was decided in the affirma- 
tive—ayes 90, noes 49. 
|| So the House adjourned. 


} 





| PETITIONS, &e. 
| The following petitions and memorials were presente d 
|| uhder the rule, and referred to appropriate committees ; 

By Mr. CABLE, of Ohio: The petition of J. W. Grafton 
and 58 other citizens of Ohio, for a post route from Rich- 
mond, by way of Smith’s Mi!l, Grafton’s Store, to Moore’s 
|| Salt Works. 

By Mr. ELIOT: The petition of Sewall, Day & Co., 
and others, for protection on cordage manufactured in the 
United States. 

By Mr. MANN, of Pennsylvania: The petition of John 
J. Given, E. Hutchinson, Jr., and 31 others, citizens of 
western Pennsylvania, praying Congress to extend to the 
surviving spies of the Indian war of 1790, the provisions of 

| the act of Congress of the 7th June. 1832, entitled * An 
act for the relief of the surviving officers and soldiers of the 
|| Revolution. ’’ 

By Mr. WELLBORN: The petition of L. B. Causy, 
Messrs. Ray & Ross, and 95 other persons, praying *‘ the 


establishment of a post route from Dr. Swinney’s, on the 
|} stage line leading from Macon to Lumpkin, to Stark- 
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ville, on the stage road Jeading from Macon to Bainbridge, 


| 


== 


portion of that tract for a poor-house; which was 


by way of Starkville,”’ and the establishment of three post || referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 


offices on enid route. 


Ry Mr. DESNEY: The memorial of certain citizens of || . / ve S 
. | tition from citizens of Falmouth, 1n the State of 


Cincinnati, asking Congress to remove the impediments to 
a free navigation around the falls of the Ohio. 

iby Mr. MATTESON: The petition of J. 8. Abeel for 
relief. 

By Mr. BOYD: The memoriai of A. W. Babbit, asking 
for admission on the floor of the House as a Delegate from 
Utah. . 

By Mr. GOULD: The petition of 8S. Bruyn and others, 


inhabitants of Ulster county, New York, for an appropria- | 


tion of $30,000 to improve the navigation of Rondout creek. 

By Mr. WENTWORTH: The petition of citizens of 
Rock Island for a mail route from Rock Island, via Moline, 
Cleveland Ferry, Green River post office, Canada Settle- 
ment, Bulbony’s grove, and (ndian town, to Peru. 


Horse or Representatives, January 21, 1851. 
Mr. Hives: Your Reporter mistook both my language 
and meaning in the few remarks I was permitted to make 
yesterday, while Mr. 
bounty land bill. In reference to the much mooted third 
section, | ouly intended to say, that while the substance of 


Witiiams had the floor, on the | 


the section itself was the conclusion and recommendation | 
of the commuttee, the language and structure was the Sec- | 


retary’s, and that I thought it correct, both in its intention 
and !anguage. I do not charge, nor have not, that the pro 
visions are the recommendation of the Secretary. 

| said nothing about the clerks in the Department of the 
Interior, nor in the Pension Office, in my remarks yester- 
day. I did say, that the Secretary, in his interview with 


the committee, manifested a disposition to execute the law || 


promptly. I did not say as much for the Commissioner; and 
in my allusion to the former, I only had reference to my 
interviews and correspondence with him as chairman of the 
select committee. 

For myself, [ am quite willing to take all the responsibil- 


ity of the third section, so far as it amounts to a modifica- | 


tion, and the rendering more liberal the rules of the Secre- 
tary. I believe they might, and ought to be made still more 
liberal. JOHN L. ROBINSON. 


IN SENATE. 
Mownpar, January 20, 1851. 


Mr. DAVIS, of Massathusetts, presented a pe- 


Massachusetts, asking a reduction of the rates of 


| postage; which was referred to the Committee on 


the Post Office and Post Roads. 


Also, the petition of Bethiah Black, daughter of || 


a revolutionary officer, asking to be allowed a pen- 


sion in consideration of the services of her father; | 


which was referred to the Committee on Pen- 


| sions. 


Also, from George Vanderlyn, and other citi- 


| zens of New York, interested in patents, asking 


that the bill now before Congress providing for 
the amendment of the patent laws may be passed 


| during the present session. 
Also, a similar petition from citizens of the same | 
State, for a similg purpose; both of which were || 


ordered to be laid on the table. 


Mr. SHIELDS presented two petitions from | 


citizens of Illinois, asking the establishment of a 
mail route from Edwardsville to Decatur, in that 
State; which were referred to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads. 


Mr. DICKINSON presented a memorial from | 


citizens of New York, interested in vessels pro- 
pelled in whole or in part by steam, asking that 
Congress may not pass any law reculating the use 


' ef steam in steamboats without giving those most 
largely interested in that mode of conveyance an | 


opportunity of being heard before a committee; 
which was referred 
merce, 


Also, three memorials asking that a law may be | 


pecee to provide for the repeal of patents fraudu- 
ently obtained and unlawfully issued; which were 


|| ordered to lie on the table. 


The PRESIDENT of the Senate laid before the | 


body a communication from the Secretary of the 


Interior, transmitting a letter from the Commis- | 


sioner of Indian Affairs, containing a list of all the 


persons engaged in the Indian department for the | 


year 1850, made in compliance with the law of 
Tans 30, 1834. 

On motion by Mr. HUNTER, it was referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a communication from the Secretary of 


the Treasury, made in compliance with a resolu- | 


tion of the 6th instant, transmitting the original 
report of Dr. T. O. Edwards and Dr. George B. 


Loring, who were appointed to collect facts and | 


information in relation to the marine hospitals and 
the marine hospital fund, under the provisions of 
the act of 3d March, 1849. 


On motion by Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts, 


it was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 
MEMORIALS AND PETITIONS. 


Mr. JONES presented the ponies of certain 
citizens of the State of lowa, asking the establish- 
ment of a mail route from Hardin to Dekora, in 


that State; which was referred to the Committee | 


on the Post Office and Post Roads. 


Also, a petition from citizens of Dubuque, in the 


same State, asking a reduction of the rates of post- 


age; which was referred to the Committee on the | 


Post Office and Post Roads. 


A¥so, a petition from citizens of the State of 
lowa, asking that the proceedings and debates of | 


Congress may be printed in phonotype; which 
was referred to the Committee on the Post Office 
and Port Roads. 

Mr. EWING presented the proceedings of a 
meeting of American citizens in Scales, Eng- 
land, in faver of the erection of a monument to 
the memory of General Zachary Taylor, setting 
forth that President Taylor was a man whom they 
loved for his many virtues, and trusted for his 
great ability; that in his character the highest 
traits of the soldier, the statesman, and the citizen 
were harmoniously blended; 


that he has passed | 


through a lifetime of public service with eminent | 


usefulness and success, and that he died leaving 
no spot on his name; which was referred to the 
Commitiee on the Library. 

Also, a memorial from citizens of Wyandot 
county, in the State of Ohio, asking that the re- 
maind ‘vr of the lands purchased of the Wyandot 
Indians may be offered at public sale to the highest 
bidder, and that the commissioners of W yandot 
county may be allowed to enter at the minimum 
price, without regard to improvements, a certain 


Also, the petition of Joseph P. Pirson, asking 
Congress to subscribe to a work edited and pub- | 


lished by him, entitled ‘* Laws and Practice of all 
, 


Nations relating to Patents for Inventions, with ta- || 


bles, of fees and forms,’’ &c., which Mr. D. said 


| he had no doubt was a very valuable work, and 


he would move its reference to the Committee on 
Patents and the Patent Office, as the most appro- 
priate committee. ‘The memorial was so referred. 

Mr. HAMLIN presented a petition signed b 
some two or three hundred citizens of Vassalboro’, 
in the State of Maine, asking the immediate repeal 
of the fugitive slave bill; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

Mr. WINTHROP presented the memorial of 
certain inhabitants of Palmer, in the State of Mas- 
sachusetts, asking a modification of the patent laws; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 


Mr. UPHAM presented the petition of Davis 


Tucker, a soldier in the last war with Great Britain, || 


asking to be allowed arrears of pension; which was 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CASS presented the petition of David P. 
Weeks, asking arrears of pension; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 


Also, the petition of S. Griffin, asking a pension | 


on account of the services of her former husband, 
Thomas Kibby, as a musician in the marine 
corps; which was referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 


Mr. PEARCE presented the memorial of Hans | 
Nelson, alias Kunsten, asking to be allowed pay | 


claimed to be due him as a seaman in the Navy of 
the United States; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. BALDWIN presented the petition of 


Oliver Tucker, asking to be allowed a pension for 


his services during the revolutionary war; which | 


was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 
Mr. SEBASTIAN presented the memorial of 


Joseph Valliere D’Hauterive, asking that the | 


United States court for the district of Arkansas 
may be authorized to adjudicate his claim toa 
tract of land granted by the Governor General of 
Louisiana to said D’Hauterive in 1793; which 
was referred to the Committee on the Public 
Lands. 

Mr. MILLER. I have been requested to pre- 
sent the petition of Sarah R. tn widow of 
George J. Jenks, of Philadelphia, who states that 
her husband was the owner of a ship called the 
brig James, and that in the war of 1812 that ship 
with its cargo was seized by the Spanish authori- 
ties in Florida, and the whole was lost to the 
owner. The claim was submitted to the commis- 
sioners in Florida, and was allowed by them, but 
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'| has never been allowed here. She now asks that 
' the claim mer. be considered. I ask that the pe- 
(tition may be referred to the Committee of 
| Claims. 
| The motion was agreed to. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN. 

On motion by Mr. DICKINSON, it was or. 
dered that Gilbert Vrooman, heir-at-law of Peter 
| Vrooman, deceased, have leave to withdfaw his 
| petition and papers. 

On motion by Mr. HUNTER, it was ordered 
that John Rossberry have leave to withdraw his 
| petition and papers. 

On motion by Mr. PEARCE, it was ordered 
that Richard T. Merrick have leave to withdraw 
his petition and papers. 

On motion by Mr. BELL, it was ordered that 
the petition and papers in the case of Clement and 
Bryan, on the ties of the Senate, be referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 

Mr. NORRIS, from the Committee of Claims, 
to which was referred House bill No. 175, being 
the bill for the relief of the legal representatives of 
Bernard Todd, deceased, reported back the same 
without amendment, and recommended its pas- 
| Sage. 

Mr. BERRIEN, from the Committee on the 

| Judiciary, to which was referred the bill to ascer- 

tain and settle the private land claims in the State 

of California, reported the same, with an amend- 

ment, striking out all after the enacting clause and 
substituting a new bill. 

Mr. B. said he was instructed by the committee 
to ask, as it was of some importance to have 
prompt action on the bill, that it be made the 
| special order for Monday next; which motion was 
agreed to. 

Mr. RUSK, from the Committee on the Post 
|| Office and Post Roads, to which was referred the 
memorial of F. W. Johnson, submitted an adverse 
report on the same; which was ordered to be 
printed. 

Also, from the same committee, to which was 
| referred the memorial of Robert Jamison and Ben- 

jamin Williamson, asking compensation for their 
|| service in carrying the mail, submitted a report, 
which was ordered to be poner accompanied by 
a bill for the relief of Robert Jamison and Benja- 
min Williamson; which was read and ordered to 
| a second reading. 

Mr. PEARCE, from the Committee on the Li- 
brary, reported a joint resolution directing the dis- 
tribution of the works of Alexander Hamilton and 
for other purposes; which was read and passed to 
a second reading. 


AMENDMENT TO THE RULES. 
Mr. BADGER, from the select committee to 
| which was referred the following amendments to 
the 10th rule of the Senate, which he submitted on 
the 26th ultimo, reported back the same with some 
| amendments: 
Resolved, That the tenth rule of the Senate be amended 
| by adding thereto the following words : 

‘And every motion may be withdrawn by the mover at 
any time before a decision or amendment, except a motion 
to reconsider, which shall not be withdrawn without leave 
of the Senate.”’ 

Resolved, That the following be added to the rules of the 
Senate: 

* All motions to take up a bill, resolution, or other subject 
which shall have been laid on the table ; all motions to pro- 
ceed to the consideration of any subject, and all questiens 
as to the priority of business, shal! be decided without de- 
bate.”’ 

He stated that the committee had adopted a 
suggestion which was made by Mr. Bricnt, 
|, when this subject was under consideration on the 
30th ultimo, and besides some verbal amendments, 
had added to the words, ‘‘ or ordering the yeas 
and nays.’’ Thus amended, the committee rec- 
{| ommend the adoption of the amendments. Ifthe 
recommendation of the committee be acquiesced 
in, the rule will stand as follows: 

«When a motion shall be made and seconded, it shall be 
reduced to writing, if desired by the President, or any 
member, delivered in at the table, and read, before the same 
shall be debated.” 

‘¢ And any motion may be withdrawn by the mover at 
any time before a decision, amendment, or order of the 
yeas and nays, except a motion to reconsider, which shall 
not be withdrawn without leave of the Senate.”’ 


| The proposed addition to the rules will read as 
| follows: 


| 
| 
‘A motion to take up a bill, resolution, or other subject, 
|} which shall have been ordered to lie on the table; a motion 
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to proceed to the consideration of any subject, and all || for our information, if we are to act upon it, and | some information on this question and bring men 
questions as to priority of business, shall be decided without |] 


, 


debate.’ | 
These amendments lie over for future action. | 


THE SLAVE TRADE. 


Mr CLAY submitted the following resolution; | 
which lies over under the rule: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be instruct- 
ed to inqyire into the expediency of making more effectual | 
provisions by law to prevent the employment of American 
vessels and American seamen in the African slave trade, | 
and especially as to the expediency of granting sea letters 
or other evidence of national character to American vessels | 
clearing out of the ports of the empire of Brazil for the west- 
ern coast of Africa. 


RESOLUTIONS SUBMITTED. 


Mr. GWIN submitted the following resolution; 
which was considered and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Department of War 
furnish the Senate with the copy of a report of an expedi- 
tion from San Diego to the Colorado, by Lieutenant Whip- 
ple, of the corps of topographical engineers. 

Mr. JONES submitted the following resolution; 
which was considered and agreed to: | 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Library be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of distributing to the 
surveyors general, registers, and receivers of public moneys, 
judges of the United States courts and others, the Biennial 
Registers not disposed of under the existing law. 

Mr. SEWARD submitted the following resolu- 
tion: which was considered and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of increasing the 
salary of the Professor of Drawing in the Military Academy 
at West Point. 


DRY-DOCK ON THE PACIFIC. 
Mr. EWING submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which was considered by unanimous consent, 
and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Finance be instructed 
to inquire whether the clause in the first section of the act 
of September 28, 1850, providing for the construction of a 
sectional or balance floating dry-dock, basin, and railway 
atsuch harbor on the coast of the Pacific as the Secretary 


of the Navy may select, can be so amended and the plan | 


s0 modified as to save a large amount of public money in 


the construction of the contemplated work, without detract- | 


ing from its utility. 


Mr. GWIN, at a subsequent period of the day, 


rose and said: A resolution was presented by the 


Senator from Ohio, relating to the construction of | 
a sectional or floating dry-dock, basin, and railway | 


on the Pacific coast, when I was absent, a few mo- 
ments since, and I desire to move a reconsidera- 
tion of that vote. I want to discuss that resolu- 
tion. 


The PRESIDENT. The Senator is not at lib- 
erty to move a reconsideration if he did not vote | 


for the adoption of the resolution. 

Mr. DICKINSON. I will make the motion, if 
the Senator from California desires it. 

The PRESIDENT. The motion is made to 
reconsider the vote by which the resolution was 
referred to the committee. 

Mr. EWING. Ido not see any very good rea- 


son for that. The subject will be before the com- | 


mittee, and it will certainly do no harm for them 
to consider it. 
I have it from the Secretary of the N 


modification of the plan. 
Mr. GWIN. I want to discuss that fact on the 
passage of the resolution. 
Mr. EWING. Very well. 
The motion to reconsider was then agreed to. 
The vote by which the resolution was adopted 


was then reconsidered, and the resolution was laid | 


on the table, under the rule. 
INUNDATIONS OF THE LOWER MISSISSIPPI. 


Mr. DOWNS. Mr. President, a report came 
from the Secretary of War on Friday, relating to | 


the inundations of the Lower Mississippi, and it 
was ordered to be printed. 
thousand extra copies be printed. 


to the inundations of the Lower Mississippi, and 
isin every respect a very valuable document. 


Mr. WALKER. It is very unpleasant to me, | 


and I suppose it will be of little avail, to oppose 


this motion to print; for the Senate seems inva- | 


notic But it | 
must oupene to any person who will give this sub- | 


riably disposed to adopt all such motions. 

oa the least possible reflection, that what is sent 

ere is sent for our information. If it is not sent 

here for our information alone, it is sent for the in- 

formation of the authorities of Louisiana. It is 
+ 


THE CONGR 


| presume it will be printed. 


If my information is correct—and || 
avy himself | 
—there may be a very large saving made by a \| 


I now move that five | 


It contains a | 
report of the survey of the engineers with respect 


for the information of the authorities of Louisiana | 
if she is to act upon it. «Now, what can there be 
! 


| in this subject which can bring the Senate to the 


conclusion that the whole country is interested in | 
printing extra copies? I cannot imagine; still I 


Mr. DOWNS. I did not make a motion to 
print an extra number of copies of this document 
when it was first presented to the Senate, because 
I did not know what it contained. I have since 
read it, and I find it contains very valuable inform- 
ation; and as it is very short, containing only 
about twenty pages, I hope there will be no objec- 
tion to printing this number of extra copies. [t is 
valuable not only to Louisiana, but to the whole | 
country. I think if we print extra copies of any | 
documents whatever, this is one which should be 
printed. The expense will be very trifling. 

Mr. EWING. Mr. President, I think if there 
is any document which ought to be printed for 
public information, this is one. The whole valley 
of the Mississippi is interested in the subject—the | 
upper portion of the valley nearly, if not quite as 
much as the lower. It ts of great importance to 
all that the lower Mississippi should be protected 

| from these inundations, which are increasing year- 
ly, partly from natural, partly from artificial 
causes. 

Some of the improvements in the navigation 
| of the river, the cutting off bends, have, by 
shortening the upper channel, increased the el- 
evation of the inclined plane on which it flows, 
and made the current more rapid, thus causing 
it to bear down heavier alluvion, and deposit it in 
| the channel below, where the descent is less. The 
| river, in the natural course of things, is constantly 
pressing its bed and banks outward into the Gulf, 
thus lengthening, by addition at its lowest extrem- 
ity, the lower channel, and making the inclined 
plane on which it there flows less steep, thus in- 
creasing, by these combined causes, the deposit 
in the lower bed of the stream. 
swells above the banks of the river, if suffered to 


| flow out freely, it would deposit on the margin an | 


amount of alluvion proportioned to that in the bed 
| of the stream, and thus raise the valley on both 
| sides conformably to the rise in the channel. 
Thus Nature carries on the process. 


tions and towns, prevent the overflow and conse- 


quent accretion on the banks, and confine it to the | 
_ channel; so that the bed of the river rises, and the | 


| banks remain stationary. Thus more and more 
the river tends to rise above the artificial, as it has 


the stream rises, and the artificial banks are eleva- 
ted to guard against it, the probabilities ofa breach 
become continually greater, and the injury arising 


ly augmented. Every protected spot thus becomes 
; more and more sunk below the surface of the riv- 

er in time of floods. Such is especially the case 

with New Orleans, and unless efficient means be 
| taken to remove the difficulty, at the end of one or 

two hundred years the spot where the city stands 
| will be uninhabitable. 


ever since the earliest dawn of history. If Homer 
|| is to be relied on, (and the Greeks confided in his 
|| geography implicitly,) the Island of Pharos, now 
' 


joined to the coast, was, at the time of the Trojan 


war, opposite the principal mouth of the Nile, and 
distant from it a day’s sail of a galley with a fa- 
| vorable wind. That river has since made its chan- 
nel through what was then a gulf of the sea, some 
forty or fifty miles, by depositing its alluvion and 
elevating its banks; but that channel, too, has 
nearly ceased to exist, and the river now dis- 
charges itself by all its principal meuths many 
miles to the eastward. 
| Such changes must go on with greater rapidity 
|| at the mouth of the Mississippi, and the import- 
ant question, the mighty problem to be solved is 
how this difficulty is to be remedied? It is a ques- 
tion not for Louisiana, nor any section of the 
United States alone, but for the mind of the nation 
to consider; and I very much desire that the atten- 
tion of the nation should be brought to it. And 
as an inhabitant of the Mississippi valley, I am 
obliged to the Senator from Louisiana for having 


i 


|| brought forward the motion to print an extra nuin- | 


|; ber of copies of this documens, which will give 


W hen the water | 


But the le- | 
vees upon the banks, thrown up to protect planta- | 


risen above its natural banks; and as the bed of | 


from such breach, when it occurs, is also constant- | 


We can mark this process, as going on in other | 
|| countries, where the rivers flow through light soils, | 


ee 


| to reflect upon it, 


this evil in the valley of the Mississipp?. 
lieve the efforts now making by the State of Loui- 
siana are totally insufficient for permanent pro- 
tection. 
this purpose will approach within one tenth part 
of the actual sum necessary to be expended to 
make the work..permanently effectual. 
channel of great width will have to be made from , 
some point near the mouth of the Red river, to 

the Vermillion or the Atchafalaya Bay, with httle 

excavation but well protected by embankments, 

to carry off the surplus water in times of floods, 

but not deep enough to divert the main channel of 

the river when the water is 
Unless some such thing as that is done, | am sat- « 
isfied that j 
natural mart of the Mississippi valley, will be sac- 
rificed within two or three hundred years, and in 
the intermediate time be visited by continually in- 
creasing calamities. 
scientific men who have exanrined the valley will 
contain information which will show us what is ne- 
cessary to be done, and I desire to have the extra 
number of the document printed, in order that the 
public attention may be called particularly to the 
subject. 


as being opposed to the object to which the docu- 
ment it is proposed to print refers 
in the importance of the work and in the remarks 
so ably made by the Senator from Ohio [Mr. 
Ewine] with regard to that importance. I did not 
intend to say, nor even to intimate, that this was 
not an important enterprise; far from it. 
and every man knows who reflects upon the sub- 
ject at all, that something must be done in that 
quarter. 
ordering an extra number of copies of this docu- 
ment to be printed? 
the subject ander consideration for a long time. 
| It was before us at the last session, and we have 
for our information a report of the Secretary of 
War. 
committee, and that the committee will take it into 
consideration; and in connection with the informa- 
tion which they get from the Secretary of War, 
they will make a report. 
information which comes from the committee and 
from the Department, let us print that; but do not 
let us go and 


| discussion will cost more to the country than the 
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Now I do not know what can be done to remedy 
I be- 


I have no idea that our grant of land for ; 


I think a 


within its banks. 


the city of New Orleans, the great 


I suppose these reports of the 


Mr. WALKER. 


I hope 1 was not understood 


l agree fully 


I know, 


But is the object to be accomplished by 


Not at all. We have had 


| presume that report will be referred to a ° 


Then, when we get the 


duplicate our printing simply for the 

yurpose of giving information to the authorities of 
S anielenen and without reference to the informa- 
tion to be given to the people of the United States. 
It is a matter of great magnitude, and when we 
print, let us print that which may enable the 
American people to return their voices to us. | 
look upon this motion as trifling with the subject; 
and I do not believe it will accomplish that which 
the Senator from Ohio wishes to accomplish, nor 
that which the Senator from Louisiana desires. 

I have not thought of intimating that this was 
for the benefit of Louisiana alone. Not at all. 
When I said that if we were to engage in the 
work, the information was for us, and that if 
Louisiana was to engage in the work the inform- 
ation was for her, I mentioned it simply to show 
that in either case the object was simply to obtain 
information. But when we undertake to give in- 
formation to the vast numbers of people in the 
valley of the Mississippi, let that information be 
not only this, but all that can be obtained with re- 
gard to the measure, and then let there be a proper 
distribution of the information throughout the val- 
ley of the Mississippi. 

"Mr. BADGER. f desire merely to remark, that 
if the opposition to the printing extra comes of 
this document springs from a spirit of economy it 
will be well for us to recollect that the discussions 
which take place here are printed at the public ex- 
pense. Itis probable that the printing of this 


printing of the document w ould, if it were allowed 
to be printed without a word being said. 
The motion to print was then agreed to. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. SEWARD, in pursuance of notice, asked 
and obtained leave to introduce the following joint 
resolution concerning the use of American manu- 
factured steel: 

Resolved by the Senate und House of Representatives of 
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the United States of America in Congress assembled, That, 
in making contracts for the benefit of the United States, 
American manufactared steel shall be preferred to foreign 
manufactured steel, whenever it can be found of as good a 
quality and as low a price. 

The resolution was then read a second time by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Manu- 
factures. 


Mr. SEBASTIAN, in pursuance of notice, 


~ — a 


asked and obtained leave to bring in a bill to ren- || 
‘der more effectual the jurisdict 


of the circuit 
courts of the United States; whic 
and second time by its title, and referred to the | 
Committee on the lotic. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL G 


|| erable length upon the bill. 


asread a first || 





BILLS FROM THE HOUSE. 

A mevsage was received from the House of | 
Representatives by Mr. Youne, their Clerk: 

‘Mr. President, I am directed by the House of Repre- } 

rentatives to inform the Senate that it has passed bills of 


the following titles, in which I am requested to ask the | 
concurrence of the Senate: 


‘“H. R. 351.—An act to reduce and modify the rates of 
postage in the United States, and to provide for the coinage 
of a three-cent piece. 


“Tf, R. 85.—For the relief of Joseph D. Ward.”’ 

Bill No. 351 was read a first and second time | 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads. 

Bill No 85 was read a first and second time by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

PRIVATE BILL. 

Mr. CASS. 
case, in the hope that it will be taken up. It is 
one which has been before us, and I presume that 


the proposition to take it up now will be agreed to. | 


It is to give apension to General Armstrong. 
Mr. HALE. I hope it will not be taken up. 
Mr. CASS. 

It is one of the most meritorious cases ever pre- 

sented to the consideration of the Senate. 

Mr. HALE. It is a case with respect to which 
the Senator from Michigan is mistaken, if he sup- 
poses it can pass without discussion. I am satis- 
fied that my friend on my right [Mr. Unperwoop] 
will not allow it to pass without discussion. It | 
involves principles which Congress will be slow to | 
adopt. [tis a private bill, and it should be reached | 
as it comes up on the calendar. 

Mr. CASS. 
opposition, for if there is one case before the coun- 
try which demands immediate action it is this. | 
He performed the most galiant deeds for his coun- | 


try at the greatest hazard, and I may add with the | 


greatest suffering. Even if the case requires dis- 
cussion, I still ask that it may be taken up. 
Mr. SMITH. Lam sorry to object to any mo- 


tion made by any member of this body; but it will | 
be recollected that the order of the day is the | 


French spoliation bill, and I know that my friend 
from Virginia [Mr. Hunter] wishes to present 
his views on that subject when it comes up. I 
hope that the Senator from Michigan will consent 
to postpone the discussion of the question to which 
he has referred until a future day. At any rate, 
I feel it to be my duty, alike to the Senate and the 


parties in interest, to object to the ag oy Serge of | 


any subject whatever until we make a 
sition of this question. 
Mr. HALE. I wish to call the attention of the 
Senate to the course pursued here with regard to 
private bills. I had the honor at the last session | 
of Congress to present a petition from one of the 
most gallant men that ever lived, who stated that 
he had the flag of his country shot out of his hands 
and his clothing and his body riddled with balls. 
He has been occupied in teaching school, and has 
done it till his eyesight has failed him. I trust | 


nal dispo- 


that such « case as his is not to be neglected in | 
order to take up the case of generals in the army, | 


who can maintain themselves. 
Mr. RUSK. I call the Senator to order. 
Mr. HALE. I have got through. 
Mr. BADGER. 


Let us have the vote on the question. 


The question was then taken on the motion of | 
Mr. Cass to postpone prior orders, with a view 
to take up the bill proposed by him, and it was || 


not agreed to. 


FRENCH SPOLIATIONS. 


On the motion of Mr. SMITH, the Senate re- | 
sumed the consideration, as in Committee of the | 


I wish to submit to the Senate a | 


I move that the Senate take it up. | 


I regret to find that there is any || 


I wish simply to remind Sen- | 
ators thatif we spend the day in determining which | 
subject shall be taken up, neither will be taken up. 


LOBE. 


| Whole, of the bill to provide for the ascertainment | 


and satisfaction of claims of American citizens for 
spoliations committed by the French prior to the 
3ist of July, 1801. 

| Mr. HUNTER addressed the Senate at consid- 

y His remarks will be 

published in the Appendix. 


Mr. SEWARD next obtained the floor, but, as | 


the usual hour of adjournment had arrived, 
On his motion, the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuespay, January 21, 1851. 
The House met at twelve o’clock. 


The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. | 


THE:CONDITION OF THE PUBLIC BUSINESS. 

Mr BAYLY having obtained the floor, 

The SPEAKER said, the Chair desires to call 
the attention of the House to the accumulation of 
bills upon the Speaker’s table. A large number 
of bills have accumulated there—some of them 
lying over from last session; and if it is intended 

| to act upon them during the present session, they 
ought to be disposed of at some early day. This 
can only be done by proceeding with the regular 
order of business, which is the call of committees 
| for reports for one hour every morning. The 
Chair has discharged his duty in calling the atten- 
tion of the House to the state of public business 


on the Speaker’s table; it remains for the House || 


to dispose of the matter. 

Mr. BURT said he believed that the regular or- 
der of business this morning was the call of com- 
mittees for reports. 

The SPEAKER. That is the regular order 

| during the morning hour: and at the expiration 
of the morning hour it would then be in order to 
proceed to the consideration of the business on the 
Speaker’s table. 
| Mr. BURT. 
| observe the regular order of business. Some of 
the important committees of the House have not 
| been called for reports this session, and they have 
in charge bills from the Senate which they hope 


to have acted on, and which are of very great im- | 


“Neg to the public service. I call for the regu- 


ar order of business. 


The SPEAKER. 


Mr. BAYLY said: Mr. Speaker, in connec- 
tion with the statement you have just made, I beg 
to be indulged in a few remarks concerning the 
state of the business of this House. 


der from day to day until it is disposed of. We 
will not be able to get through that bill in less than 


three days. The New York Mint bill and the bill | 


providing a Board of Accounts have also been made 
special orders. 
days. 


tion. Four days have been set apart for the con- 
sideration of territorial business, and one day has 


been appropriated to the District of Columbia. | 
We all know that Mondays are consumed in mo- | 
tions to suspend the rules, and are dies non as far | 


as the business af the House is concerned. There 
are five Mondays remaining. Thus the House 


will see that out of the thirty-five days of the ses- || 


sion still remaining, seventeen are beyond ourcon- 
trol, and we have only eighteen days, including 
Fridays and Saturdays set apart by the rules of 
the House for private bills, left to transact the 
business of Congress not provided for in the spe- 
cial orders. We have nine general appropriation 
bills, which it is our imperative duty to consider 
and pass; and the failure of any one of which 
would lead to greatembarrassment. These bills are 
the Military Academy bill, the revolutionary and 
other pensions bill, the Navy pension bill, the In- 
dian bill, the MBst Office bill, the Army bill, the 
Navy bill, and the civil and diplomatic bill. In 
these bills yop ty og are made amounting to 
upwards of $40,000,000, and providing for every 
department of the public service. They ought to 
be carefully considered; but if every day of the 


session which is not appropriated already, be giv- || 
en to the consideration of these bills, we cannot | 


give them but two days each, if we set aside pri- 
vate bills on Fridays and Saturdays, and less than 
one if we do not. Under these circumstances I 


'| feel it my duty to call upon the House, in the most 
| earnest manner, to 


eno more bill special or- 


I hope, then, that the House will | 


The Chair had recognized 
'| the gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. Bayty.] 


| 


The defi- | 


ciency bill has already been made the special or- | 


Each of these bills will take two | 
The importance of them will, at any rate, | 
entitle them to so much time for their considera- | 
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| ders, except the general appropriation bills, and 
that it will sustain me on onday next in makin 

them special orders. If it does not, it is cert : 
that some of those bill will fail, or they will be 
passed without due consideration. Aner this 
statement, if the Committee of Ways and Means 
is not sustained by the House, and the public ser- 
vice will suffer, they must bear the responsibility 
which will be a very heavy one. vil 

The SPEAKER. The regular ordersof busi. 
| ness is called for. 

Mr.STANTON, of Tennessee, inquired wheth- 
er it would not be in the power of the House, by 
| unanimous consent, to receive those reports which 

would not give rise to debate ? 

The SPEAKER replied that it could be done 
| but that the regular order was the call of commit. 
tees for reports, without reference to whether they 
would raise debate or not. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


On motion by Mr. MORRIS, by unanimous con- 
sent, leave was granted to withdraw from the files 
of the House, for the purpose of reference to one 

_of the Executive Departments, the petition and 

per of J. Moyer and others, of the State of 
ndiana, praying indemnity for lands bought from 
the United States, the title of which is made in- 
valid by the decision of the supreme court of 
Indiana. 


ain 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. THOMPSON, of Pennsylvania, from the 
Committee on the Judiciary, to which was re- 
ferred the petition of John Frazer and John Reed, 

| praying relief as sureties on the bond of Joseph 
Boyd, late postmaster in the town of Newcastle, 

| Lawrence county, Pennsylvania, made an adverse 
report; which was ordered to lie on the table and 
be printed. 

On motion by Mr. THOMPSON, of Pennsy!- 
vania, the Committee on the Judiciary was dis- 
charged from the further consideration of the me- 
morial of citizens of Braxton county, Virginia, 

| asking for the surrender to Elias Wilson of the 

| title to one hundred acres of land of the United 
States Government lying in said county of Brax- 
ton; and it was ordered to lie on the table. 

On motion by Mr. MEADE, the Committee on 
the Judiciary was discharged from the further con- 
sideration of the petition of members of Congress 

| from the State of Indiana, praying for the division 
| of said State into two judicial districts, 


COURTS IN FLORIDA. 
Mr. MEADE, from the Committee on the Ju- 


diciary, to which was referred Senate bill No. 19, 
entitled ‘* An act to amend the several acts estab- 

| lishing district courts of the United States in the 
State of Florida, and to provide for writs of error 
and appeals from said courts, reported the same 
back without amendment. 

Mr. M. said: I am also instructed by the com- 
| mittee to ask that this bill be put immediately upon 
| its passage, which can be more properly done, as 

it contains no appropriation. I have learned from 
the judge of one of the districts of the State of 
Florida, that it is important that this bill should 
pass at as early a day as is possible, inasmuch as 
it regulates the courts of the two districts into 
which the State is divided, making some altera- 
tions, and prescribing some rules in relation to ap 
peals, and also difining the boundaries of the two 
| districts. The bill also provides for an increase 
| of the salaries of the judges to the same amount 
as that which is paid at the present time to the 
judges of Alabama and Georgia. The bill has re- 
| ceived the mature consideration of the Committee 
on the Judiciary, and it is earnestly hoped that, 
| in view of the public exigencies of the State, this 
| House will consent to put it upon its passage, 
as it has been sent from the Senate, and is pro- 
posed without amendment by the committee. 
| The Crerx then read the bill through. 
Mr. MEADE said: | find, sir, from the remarks 
that are made by various members around me, 
‘that the urgent necessity of this bill is not well 
| understood, and I will, therefore, briefly point out 
the reasons that induce the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary to hope that it may be immediately put 
upon its passage. 
‘es the tes oiees. the State of Florida is divided 
into two districts, and some gentlemen seem to 
| think that it is strange that the State of Florida, 
| with a population far inferior to that of the State 
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of Meat York, should be divided into an equal | country, and especially that which has reference 


number of districts. But gentlemen must remem- 
her that the necessity for this division into districts 
has arisen from the fact, that the cases requiring 
adjudication are of such continual and pars 
occurrence, as to demand a resident judge, an 

that the courts should be almost continual: open 
at Key West. 


hundred miles from any other habitable portion of 


That point is removed fully two | 


the State of Florida; and hence, the judge whose | 


duty it may be to discharge the maritime jurisdic- 
tion at Key West, must have a fixed court there, 


as he cannot be expected to traverse the State of | 


Florida for the purpose of holding his courts. I 
have received, as well as other members of the com- 
mittee, numerous letters, both from the merchants 
of New Orleans and from those of New York, 
setting forth, in the most forcible terms, the abso- 
jute necessity of having a judge constantly resident 
at Key West, and that that judge should possess 
the highest qualifications, both as to firmness and 
honesty of purpose, and erudition in the law. 

Mr. HALL. 
floor for a moment? 

Mr. MEADE having yielded the floor— 

Mr. HALL said: I would ask the gentleman 
from Virginia, [Mr. Meape,] what is the com- 
merce of Key West? and whether it be as great as 
that of the city of Norfolk, in Virginia ? 

Mr. MEADE, (in continuation.) I will very 


Will the gentleman yield me the 


gladly answer the gentleman’s question, and state | 
at the same time why it is important thata district | 


court should be constantly established at Key 
West. 

It is true that there is no commerce of any par- 
ticular value at that point, except for such articles 


as are brought in for the consumption of the in- | 


habitants of the little island. 
to nothing is produced upon its surface; and every 
morsel of meat, and every pound of bread, that is 
used by the people of the island, is imported from 
the sister States of the Union, and the island of 
Cuba. Hence, Mr. Speaker, the necessity of 


I believe that next | 


having a judge at that point, whose salary shall be | 


adequate to enable us to command such qualifica- 
tions as a judge should possess. 

The price of food on the Island of Key West 
is about four times as great as in any other place 


ed. Ihave been told by the judge of this district, 


that there are adjudicated before his court in the | 
course of a year, cases involving an amount of | 


property of upwards of $1,500,000; that, I think, 
was the sum he stated—perhaps it might have 


been $2,000,000. 


Vessels are cast away upon that coast; for it 


will be remembered that Key West is the most 
dangerous point for navigation on the Atlantic 
coast, and all who are engaged in commercial en- 
terprises in New York, New Orleans, and other 


in the United States, California, perhaps, except- | 


| judges of Florida do not now get salaries of || 


cities, are probably more deeply interested in the | 


establishment of a court at Key West than in the 
establishment of a court in any other portion of 
the United States. i 
fact, that the members of the Committee on the 
Judiciary have received letters from merchants of 
all descriptions in those cities, urging upon Con- 
gress the immediate necessity of increasing the 
salary of the judge of that court. 


It is ya consequence of this | 


Mr. JONES (Mr. Meape yielding the floor) | 


said: I wish to inquire of the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia, as I suppose it is his intention to move the 


previous question at the conclusion of his remarks, | 
if there are not now two district judges in the | 


State of Florida? I will ask him if there is an 
other object in this bill, except to increase the a 
aries of those two judges? I will also ask him 
what are the salaries of those two judges now, 
and what he proposes to make them? 


Mr. MEADE. Gentlemen will observe that || 


the inquiries propounded by the gentleman from 
Tennessee are already answered by the provisions 
of the bill itself. If the gentleman had taken the 
trouble to read the different sections of the bill, or 
if he had listened to them, he would have found 
that there are ce: tain provisions incorporated in it 


| At the same time I must inform the gentleman | 


| very few inhabitants in it, and the business arising 


that would have convinced him of the importance | 


of the bill, and of the necessity of passing it, 


whether the salaries of the judges are increased or | 


not. It is impossible that any man who would 
read the various letters that have been written to 


the committee by merchants of New York and 


New Orleans, could fail to come to the conclusion 
that those merchants and the commerce of the 


| side over this court, which has to decide upon | 
cases involving such an immense amount of prop- || 
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|| is unnecessary for me to inform this body of the || 
| immense number of shipwrecks that take place 


| us accurately the precise amount that is adjudi- | 


| num for the last seven years. 


| shall maintain himself at that point. 
| propert 
Mr. HALL, (interposing.) Will the gentleman")| 


| is necessary to have a competent man as judge at 
| Key West. I wish to ask him if the present judge 


to the Gulf of México and the coasting trade, are 
more deeply interested ig the appointment of an 
able and honest judge at Key W est, than at any 
other point in the United States. It is a an 
community, but the amounts in controversy 
brought before that court are so very large that 
there is an inducement 

Mr. JONES, (again interposing.) I would ask || 
the gentleman from Virginia whether the district 








$2,000 per annum each? and whether, by this bill, 
they are not increased to $2,500 each? 

Mr. MEADE. I was about to state that the 
salaries of these judges are either $1,800 or $2,000. |) 
Iam unable to say now which, but this bill in- | 
creases them some $500 or $700. 

Mr. FOWLER, (interposing.) I wish to in- 
quire of the gentleman from Virginia whether it is | 
»roposed to confine the labors of this judge to Key | 

Nest? And I desire also to learn from him at how 
many places these courts are held in the State of 
Florida? 

Mr. MEADE. I believe the first section of the | 
bill prescribes the boundaries of the two districts; 
and though I am not well acquainted with the lo- | 
calities of the State of Florida, I think the State 
is pretty equally divided as to extent of territory. 





trom Massachusetts, that that portion of the terri- 
tory of the State of Florida other than Key West, | 
which is assigned to the southern district, has || 
in that portion of it may be set down at naught. | 
The principal business of the court is of a mari- 
time character, involving every year millions and || 
millions of dollars’ worth of property that belongs 
to the various merchants of the Atlantic, and the 
Gulf of Mexico, and every case that comes be- 
fore that judge involves upwards of $100,000. It | 


upon that coast, and the immense number of cases 
of salvage that must necessarily grow out of them, || 
and the difficult character of those cases, involving 
yoints of maritime law. And hence thenecessity of 
Cae a judge of superior character and learning 
to decide those cases. Gentlemen who are ac- || 
quainted with the workings of human nature, and 
the appliances that are brought to bear upon every 
tribunal, not excepting even this House itself, | 
must see the necessity of having a judge to pre- | 


| 





erty, who will be perfectly independent of the | 
many extraneous influences which will ever be 
mustered to warp and control his judgment. You 
must have a man there of high character and of 
great learning in the law. 

Mr. GRINNELL, (interposing.) 1 wish to 


ask the gentleman from Virginia if he can state to 


cated upon annually by this judge who resides at 
Key West? If he does not know, I can say to 
him that it has been more than $1,100,000 per an- | 
I recollect very 
well how much the commercial interest suffered 
before we had a judge at Key West who was a 
man of character and learning. 


I do think that the increase of salary has been || 


shown to be necessary, in order that the judge 
I think it 
onl 
$2,000 to $2,500. I think that but moderate com- 
yensation for a suitable judge to reside at Key 
West, and adjudicate on the immense amount of 
that is carried in there as wrecks. 


from Massachusetts allow me to ask him a ques- | 
tion? I understand the gentleman to say that it 


GLOBE. — 


: | 
right that the salary should be increased from || 
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| ever resigned the situation on account of inade- 


uacy of salary? 
Mr. GRINNELL. That I cannot say. I only 
know that the commercial interests suffered very 


| materially for many years past, in consequence of 
| not having a good judge there, and one who 1s In- 
| dependent. 


think that the salary of the judge 
ought to be sufficient to render him independent, 
and | am for giving him $2,500. 

Mr. CARTTER, (Mr. Meape still yielding 
the floor.) Will the gentleman from Virginia in- 
form us what is the necessity of having two dis- 
trict judges in Florida, and what are the important 


| duties that devolve upon the judge in the interior 


of Florida? It seems that in Florida, with about 
one thirteenth of the population of Ohio, there is 
a necessity for two district judges at $2,500 each, 
while the district judge of Ohio only has $1,500. 
1 am satisfied that it is very important that anable 
judicial officer should preside at Key West, but 
will the gentleman from Virginia give us the rea- 
sons for having two district judges in Florida, and 
state what are the important duties that devolve 
upon the judge in the interior of Florida? 

Mr. CABELL, of Florida, (Mr. Meapve vield- 
ing the floor.) If the gentleman from Virginia 


| will permit me, I wish to state that it appears to 


me that many members of this House misappre- 
hend the nature of this bill. It does not propose 
to make another judge, nor redistrict the State. 
There are already two districts in Florida. 

Again, so far as we Floridians are concerned, it 
is not a matter of any great importance. The 
court is of no great benefit to the people of Flor- 
ida; it is rather one established for the benefit of 
the world at large. The judge at Key West is 


|| no more exclusively the judge of the inhabitants 
, of Key West, than he isof members on this floor. 
| The people of New York, New Orleans, Boston, 


and of maritime towns throughout the world, are 
interested in this matter. " 
With regard to the statement made by the gen- 


| tleman from Virginia [Mr. Meape} with respect 


to the amount of property that is adjudicated on in 


|| this court, | may state that it has amounted du- 
| ring the last five years to upwards of $1,200,000 
|| annually. 


It will be seen, then, that this provis- 
ion of the bill is for the benefit of the commercial 


| world at large. 


Mr. FOWLER wished to ask the gentleman 
from Florida a question, 

The SPEAKER said that two gentlemen al- 
ready occupied the floor; but that the gentleman 
from Virginia (Mr. Meape] was entitled to the 
floor. 

Mr. CABELL. I only rose for the purpose 
of explanation; being intimately concerned in the 
State to which the gentleman has referred; but if 
[ am not in order | shall not proceed. 

Mr. BOW LIN rose to a question of order. He 
wished to inquire if the gentleman from Virginia 
{Mr. Meape} could lend the floor all round the 
House? 

TheSPEAKER. Asa point of order is raised, 
the Chair must state that, strictly speaking, gentle- 
men cannot interrupt one another except for pur- 
poses of explanation. The practice of the House 
indulges gentlemen in a wider range, when courte- 
sy 1s extended by the House, and the Chair does 
not interfere; but when the point of order is raised, 
| the Chair is compelled to enforce the rule. 

Mr. MEADE, (in continuation.) When gen- 
tlemen request me to yield the floor for a moment, 
| I cannot know for what purpose they intend to 
obtain it, and presuming that they desire to make 
an explanation, | always yield the floor. I should, 
| doubtless, have concluded before now, if I had not 
been subjected to so many interruptions, some | 
think most unnecessary. 

But in regard to what the gentleman from Flor- 





is not a competent man? 
Mr. GRINNELL. I understand that he is a 


highly competent man; but it is very doubtful || 
I am given || 


whether he will remain at his post. 


| to understand that he is likely to resign and leave 


the post, in consequence of the meagre salary that 


| is allowed. 


| Mr. HALL. 


|| long the present judge has held his situation ? 


| Mr. GRINNELL. 





F do not know. I haveno 
knowledge upon that point. 


Mr. HAL 








I would ask the gentleman how | 


| ida (Mr. Capect} remarked, | may say that this 
| court at Key West, in the southern district of 
| Florida, is not a court belonging to the people of 
| Florida. The cases which come before the judge 
in that court at Key West, are cases which arise 
upon the ocean. Probably not one suit out of 
a thousand that comes into that court belongs to 
the State of Florida; nor does that solitary case 
arise out of the commerce of Florida. . 

I would ask gentlemen who seem to be carping 
at the proposed addition to the salary to the judge 
lat Key West, how they would like to be trans- 


ported to a bleak rock, or toa sandy desert, cut 
I would ask if any judges have || off from the society of the world, surrounded by 
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the ocean to which thereare no attractions to draw 


THE CONGRESSIONAL 


i| 


periodically any poruon of the citizens of the world, | 


either for business or for pleasure, when for every 
turkey that he buys he must pay three dollars, 


| 


and for every pound of mutton and beef from | 


eizhteeti to twenty cents? 
ment, in a social point of view, for him to reside 
there. Would they undertake the duties that would 


devolve upon them, and be compelled to reside in || 


There is no induce- | 


the place where the present judge resides? and if | 


they would, for what remuneration ? 


When gentlemen speak about the salary of |! 


2,500 as too large, | would ask, has not even the 
judge of the northern district of Florida probably 


as arduous duties to perform as either of the judges 


in the State of Georgia or Alabama? I venture 
to assume, sir, that neither of them is so over- 
burdened with business in the ordinary time that 


is consumed in the performance in the labor gen- | 


erally attached to a judgeship. 

Mr. HARALSON, (interposing, who was very 
indistinctly heard,) was understood to speak as fol- 
tows: | wish to say a word by way of explanation. 
‘The gentleman frem Virginia has drawn some 
comparison between the labors of the district 


judge of Georgia, and the labors of the judge of | 


the northern district of Florida, and I wish to say, || 


as an act of justice, that the district in the State 
of Georgia is divided into two sections, and the dis- 
trict courts are held at two places. The judge of 
the district court of Georgia adjudicates over a pop- 


district of Florida does not contain one fifth part 


of that population, and perhaps not half that; but I | 


have made no calculation. 
little remarkable that the salary of the judge of 


But, sir, it seems a | 


the northern district of Florida should be put on | 
a per with the salary of the district judge of Geor- 


er ia. 

Mr. MEADE. 
speech. I thought the gentleman desired to cor- 
rect a mistake into which I had fallen. 

Mr. HARALSON. [am correcting one. 

Mr. MEADE. By argument, not by testi- 
mony. 


Mr. CABELL, of Florida, (Mr. Meape yield- || 


I rise purely for the purpose of | 


ing the floor.) 
explanation. Gentlemen are remarking in regard 
to the duties performed by the judge of the north- 
ern district of llorida. I merely wish to state, that 
the judge of that district is required by law to hold 
his court at four several points in a year. The 
district extends over five hundred miles, from Pen- 
sacola to St. Augustine, and embraces a sea-coast 
of one thousand miles. That is the reason why, 
with a smaller population, it is necessary to have 
two judges in Florida, where only one judge would 
be required in the State of Georgia or of Ohio. I 
merely wish to make that explanation. If I have 
an opportunity | may say something more on the 
bill hereafter. 

Mr. MEADE. I ean only say, that in the ex- 
perience of my own State the amount of labor 
devolving upon the district courts is by no means 
dependent upon the amount of population. Our 
State is dlivided into two districts, he eastern and 
western; and although the eastern district is upon 


I did not yield the floor for a | 


the Atlantic coast, the business of the western | 


udge is about four times as great as that which 
ion to be performed by the judge of the eastern 
and more populous district. Where the one holds 
one court the other holds eleven. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, with reference to the ques- 
tion put to me by the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. 
Carrrer,} 1 will say afew words. It was a very 
pertinent question, and one which calls to my 
mind a circumstance that transpired in the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 
that the salary of the judge at Key West s 
be raised $500 higher than that now proposed; 
and that proposition was actually put and carried 
in the committee, raising the salary to $3,000 in- 
stend of to $2,500. ‘The committee believed, from 


~ the testimony adduced in relation to the charafter 


of the service, and the description of the life which 


| well as legal learning. 


a 
ment and report the bill as it came originally | man from New Jersey [Mr. Kiva] if the jud 


I am certainly not disposed | 


from the Senate. 


unnecessarily to raise the salaries of judges. It || 


may be that the salary of the present judge of the | 


northern district of Florida is sufficient. I did not 
investigate that point, or give it any particular at- 
tention. But as respects the judge of the southern 


| district, at a W est, I do think that if the judge 
Court in the city of New York is | 


of the Federa 
entitled to his salary, which I think amounts to 


is entitle 


double that amount. And if any of the judges 


to his salary of $3,000, I say that I} 
| think that the judge at Key West is entitled to | 


in the States of Alabama, or Georgia, or New | 


York, had a proposition put to them to relinquish 


their present judgeship and accept that of Key | 


West with a salary of $5,000, he would not make 
the exchange. 

And I tell gentlemen, that when we have a 
tribunal established at a place so important as 
Key West—one in which it is so difficult to get a 
judge of the proper degree of talent and character 
to reside—one in which the commerce and coast 
trade of the United States upon the Atlantic are so 


i] man from Tennessee does. 


GLOBE 


Key West was not formerly a citizen of New 
York, and if all his friends do not live there? 
Mr. KING. I believe he was, and New York 
ought to be proud of him; but he lives as far 
the place which speaks in his favor as the g 
[A laugh.] 
Mr. MEADE. I am astonished that such a 
question should be asked. What odds does it 


from 
entle- 


/make whether this gentleman was born in the 
$3,000 Dee ooade if any judge in the United States || 
r 


, and New Orleans in his behalf. 


State of New York, or in the State of Florida? 
I am no relative of his. I never saw him until a 
few days ago. I know him not, exeept through 
his character and through the testimonials that 
were voluntarily sent from the cities of New York 
If he be entitled 
to an increase of salary as a Floridian, would he 
not be equally entitled to it if he was a native of 
New York? Does the gentleman’s vote depend 
upon such considerations as that? [am astonished 


| that one so practiced in legislation as he is, who 


intimately and closely concerned—I tell gentle- | 
men, I repeat, that they should not stop and in- | 
quire into the facts, as to whether or not $500 or 


8700 should be added to the salary of such a judge. 
have made the necessary inquiries in relation to 


| the judge of that district; and I have received tes- 
ulation of about one million, while the northern || 


timonials during the last session of Congress, 


whilst this bill was before the committee, in refer- 
ence to his character and his qualifications; and I 
think that there is scarcely a man, of his age par- 
ticularly, who is capable of enduring such an 


amount of fatigue, or discharging so much busi- | 


ness. There is no judge who can come with finer 
or better testimonials, both as to ability and char- 


acter. Whether he be Whig or Democrat, I cannot | 


tell this House, although I have associated with 


ought at any rate to be governed by feelings of a 
much higher order than his question would seem to 
indicate—I say I am astonished that he should 
ps such a question. Sir, he cannot be governed 

y such considerations. But this gentleman is aq 
southerner, if he really intends to be governed by 
the fact of his nativity or residence; he is a citizen 
of Florida, and | know that he is at least as southern 
in his feelings as the gentleman from Tennessee 


| can a! be. 


| him afew days since in Washington, where he |! 
| stopped a few days, on his way to New York. I 


cannot tell even to what party he belongs. I || 


make this remark, not because I feel that it legiti- 
mately belongs to this question, but because the 


question has been asked in this House, whether | 


this was not a scheme to raise the salary of a 
tees ei 
Whig judge. I care not whether he bea Whig or 


Democratic judge; he has important interests of | 


the commerce of the country in his hands. 


When I was interrupted some time ago, I was 


about to remind the House of the immense influence 


which people attempt to bring to bear upon all those | 
who have the fate of hundreds and thousands of dol- | 
lars intheir hands. We feel it even here; we feel it | 
here every day, and it is necessary to pay a man to | 
fill this post, who is capable of withstanding them, 


and who has firmness and honesty of purpose as || 
I believe that the present | 


judge possesses those qualities. The testimonials 


which have been adduced before us, show him to | 


be worthy of the place which he now fills. Whether 
the place is worthy of him is another question. 
Whether he should not at once abandon it and 
step into a wider theatre, is a question for him, and 
not for me or this House, to determine. 
I can say is, that we have been fortunate in se- 


All that | 


_ salary of only ee 
DE. 


Mr. JONES. Will the gentleman yield me the 
floor for a moment? 

Mr. MEADE. I will for the purpose of ex- 
planation. 

Mr. JONES. My explanation is this. My 
question was no indication of what my own vote 
will depend upon; but the gentleman from New 
Jersey, [Mr. Kive,] as I understood him, was 
going on to state that whenever he went to New 

York he was applied to by people there, whose 
interests were involved in the court at Key West, 
to vote for the increase of this salary. 

Mr. MEADE. That is not remarkable. 

Mr. JONES. I put the question in order to 
find out whether the gentleman’s friends do not 
live there, and whether they did not want his sal- 
ary increased. 

Mr. MEADE. I do not believe that all the 
merchants who addressed letters to the committee 
on this subject are related to this gentleman, and 
are interested in his behalf. Sir, there are other 
motives to which the gentleman could ascribe the 
anxiety and concern manifested by the merchants 
of New York; and there being two motives, the 
one legitimate and the other illegitimate, the gen- 
tleman ought not to ascribe it to the latter. 

Mr. JONES. I will ask the gentleman if the 
interests of the merchants have ever suffered at 
Key West in consequence of the judge having a 


Mr. MEA _Why, sir, I suppose there are 
a great many public officers of this Government, 


| whose salaries were madequate, and have been 
| raised on that account, but it 1s no argumentagainst 


curing at that post, a judge capable of discharging || 
its duties without fear, favor, or affection, and that 

|| not equal to his hire? I ask the gentleman from 
| Tennessee, whether the duties of this House were 


is a quality which I consider almost, if not quite 


| superior to a knowledge of his profession. 


It was there eo r 
ould | 


the judge must necessarily submit to, as a social | 


being? that he was richly entitled to $3,000; hence 
the amendment was carried in the committee, and 
1 wes ordered to report it. But subsequently the 


Sir, there is scarcely a case which comes before 
’ Vy 


money so great that the claimant interested in the 


judge as a bribe, to influence him in the decision | 


which he is about to give. 


Mr. Speaker, I have now said all that I wish to 


say. I hope the House 
Mr. KING, of New Jersey, (interposing, and 
Mr. Meape yielding the floor,) said that since he 


the increase of the salary of an officer, that the 
incumbent is anxious for an increase. Is that the 
sort of argument that the gentleman from Tennes- 
see would employ when a meritorious public ser- 
vant comes here and complains that his wages are 


| less faithfully discharged when the per diem was 
that court which does not involve an amount of || 


| decision would offer almost any amount to the | 


smaller than it is at this time? 

Mr. JONES. Yes, much better. 

Mr. MEADE. Then the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee {Mr. Jones] should propose to curtail 


| the per diem pay of members from eight dollars to 


six dollars. Let him agree, moreover, to receive 


| in place of the allowance per mile made him, the 
| actual expenses he has incurred in traveling. The 


| had the honor of a seat on this floor, he had never || 


been to the city of New York without being ap- || 


| plied to on behalf of those whose business interests 


were involved in the question now under discus- 


| sion, to use what influence he possessed 


friends of the bill in the Senate, anxious that | 


it should be put upen its passage for the sake of 


other provisions in it; and that it should pass 


without any amendments and without delay we, 


at their instance, agreed to strike out our amend- jj 


Mr. DUNHAM rose to a point of order. 


gentleman from Virginia had no right to yield the | 


floor for a speech. 

The SPEAKER stated that, as the point of 
order was made, the gentleman from Virginia must 
continue his remarks. 


Mr. JONES. I wish to inquire of the gentle- 


gentleman may then 
Mr. JONES, (interposing.) I will say, sir, 
that I made a proposition in the Committee of 


| Ways and Means this morning, to reduce the 
_mileage allowed to members to one half what it 
| now is, but the committee voted it down. 


The || 


| 
| 
i 
/ 


Mr. MEADE. The gentleman, then, is entitled 
to very great credit in making such a proposition, 
especially as he himself is very much interested in 
it. But it may be that the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee was influenced by a pressure from at home. 

Mr. JONES. Oh! I never had any pressure 
in my life. ({Laughter.] 








